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Peter Demosthenes Clainos, Infantry.
John Frederick Schmelzer, Infantry.
Sydney Dwight Grubbs, Jr., Air Corps.
David Thomas Jellett, Infantry.
Millard Loren Haskin, Air Corps.
Joseph Anthony Remus, Infantry.
Ben Harrell, Infantry.
Richard Churchfield Blatt, Infantry.
Richard Allen Risden, Infantry.
Joseph Ermine Williams, Infantry.
Miller Payne Warren, Jr., Infantry.
Stanley Nelson Lonning, Infantry.
Robert Moore Blanchard, Jr., Infantry.
William Wilson Quinn, Infantry.
Charner Weaver Powell, Coast Artillery Corps.
Charles Pearce Bellican, Infantry.
Edward Spalding Ehlen, Infantry,
Thomas Tallant Kilday, Infantry.
Richard Mattern Montgomery, Air Corps.
Charles Hoffman Pottenger, Air Corps.
John Roberts Kimmell, Jr., Infantry.
William Vernard Thompson, Infantry.
Gerald Carrington Simpson, Infantry.
Robert Wilkinson Rayburn, Cavalry,
John Baird Shinberger, Cavalry.
Adrian Leonard Hoebeke, Infantry.
PROMOTION IN THE PHILIPPINE ScoUTS
TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANT
Emmanuel Salvador Cepeda, Philippine Scouts.
APPOINTMENT IN THE NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED STATES
GENERAL OFFICER

Samuel Tilden Lawton to be brigadier general, National
Guard of the Unifted States.
POSTMASTERS
CALIFORNIA
James W. Barr, Big Creek.
Lynn A. Hogue, Brea.
Melvin L. Horine, Denair.
Albert J. Frutchey, Los Nietos.
Charlie M. Seargeant, Manhattan Beach.
Talbot Bielefeldt, Placentia.
George H. German, Port Chicago.
Noah A. Stump, Rosemead.
Carl A. Romer, San Juan Capistrano.
Irene C. Witmer, Solana Beach.
Marvin O. Drake, Terra Bella,
Sam H. Long, Tustin.
LOUISIANA
Raleigh Leslie Wyble, Melville.
MASSACHUSETTS
Richard Mullen, Athol.
Mary G. Hanifin, Belchertown.
Hazel M. Cairns, Bernardston.
Fred C. Small, Buzzards Bay.
Patrick H. Haley, Chelmsford.
Leon H. Thorner, Clifton.
James J. Murtaugh, Hopkinton.
William M. Higgins, Jr., Orleans.
Ethyl M. Duffey, Scituate.
Maryetta Browne, State Farm.
Bertha M. West, Wianno.
NEVADA

Isaac L. Stone, McGill
NEW YORK

Mattie C. Dellone, Bolivar.
John F. McGovern, Caledonia.
Jesse B. Kilburn, Cattaraugus.
Michael O’Donnell, Cohoes.
Raymond A. Switzer, Ebenezer,
Arthur H. Walsh, Garrison.
David J. McHenry, Granville.

U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

AUTHENTICATED
GPO

Frederick W. Schadt, Jeffersonville.
Ray G. Blyth, Macedon.

Frank B. Rickard, Middleburg.
Gertrude F. Tracey, Middleport.
John Francis Dawson, Mineville.
James P. Doyle, Nunda.

Thomas A. Kenney, Ossining.
Lewis N. S. Rockwell, Otisville.
Herbert N. Griffin, Oxford.
Edward H. O'Connor, Sherburne.
Walter F. Herrling, Skaneateles.

NORTH CAROLINA
John G. Eennedy, Beulaville,
Helen H. Leggett, Scotland Neck.
Samuel R. Fowle, Jr., Washington.
OHIO

Michael A. Delsantro, Willoughby.

OEKLAHOMA
Roy C. Bennett, Vian.

OREGON

Glen A, Henderson, Houlton.
Inez C. Givan, Merrill.

VERMONT
Helen F. McKenna, Norwich.
Harold J. Sheehan, Richmond.
George M. Goodrich, South Royalton.,
WYOMING
Arthur W. Crawford, Guernsey.

WITHDRAWAL
Ezxecutive nomination withdrawn from the Senate May 8
(legislative day of Apr. 24), 1936
POSTMASTER
AREANSAS

Edgar L. Adams to be postmaster at Stephens, in the State
of Arkansas.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
FRIDAY, MAY 8, 1936

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D,
offered the following prayer:

Our Lord and our Father, O satisfy us with Thy mercy,
that we may rejoice and be glad all our days. Let Thy work
appear unto Thy servants and Thy glory unto their chil-
dren. We unite in a national tribute to mother. Hear us
in these moments of praise and grateful retrospection. We
rejoice that hers was the first face that brightened at our
joys and wept at our tears. It was the first face on which
divine love wrote its immortal message; it gave all and asked
nothing. We thank Thee for the paths of childhood, where
she first placed our wandering feet. We pray that her
heavenly, sacrificial spirit may hover over our land. Then
strife will cease, brotherly love will take the place of hatred,
and men will follow the Golden Rule. We bless Thee, Al-
mighty God, for her wonderful memory. May it abide with
us as the inspiration of virtue, sacrifice, and religion, and
unto Thee be praises forever. Through Christ. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Sundry messages in writing from the President of the
United States were communicated to the House by Mr.
Latta, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House
that on May 7, 1936, the President approved and signed bills
of the House of the following titles:

InI:.R.ml. An act for the relief of Bethlehem Fabricators,
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H.R.9380. An act for the relief of Edgar M. Barber, spe-
cial disbursing agent, Paris, France, and Leo Martinuzzi,
former customs clerk; and

H.R.10193. An act to amend the act to fix the hours of
duty of postal employees.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Horne, its enrolling
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without
amendment bills of the House of the following titles:

H.R.11098. An act to provide for terms of the United
States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvania
to be held at Wilkes-Barre, Pa.; and

H.R.11994. An act to provide for the establishment of a
term of the District Court of the United States for the
Western District of Oklahoma at Shawnee, Okla.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed,
with amendments, in which the concurrence of the House is
requested, a bill of the House of the following title:

H.R.8287. An act to establish an assessed valuation real-
property tax in the Virgin Islands of the United States.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed
joint resolutions of the following titles, in which the con-
currence of the House is requested:

S.J. Res. 226. Joint resolution authorizing the President
to invite foreign countries to participate in the San Francisco
Bay Exposition of 1939 at San Francisco, Calif.;

S.J. Res. 229. Joint resolution providing for the contribu-
tion by the United States to the expense of the celebration
by the State of Arkansas of its admission to the Federal
Union; and

S.J. Res. 260. Joint resolution to provide an additional
appropriation for folding speeches and pamphlets for the
Senate for the fiscal year 1936.

The message also announced that the Senate agrees to the
amendments of the House to bills of the Senate of the fol-
lowing titles:

S.1075. An act for the relief of Louis H. Cordis;

S.3645. An act for the relief of Dampskib Aktieselshap
Roskva;

S.3685. An act for the relief of George Rabcinski; and

S.4395. An act for the relief of the State of New Jersey.

The message also announced that the Senate had ordered
that the Secretary be directed to request the House to return
to the Senate the bill (S. 4353) to provide for the estab-
lishment of a term of the District Court of the United States
for the Western District of Oklahoma at Shawnee, Okla.

THE FRAZIER-LEMKE BILL

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the REcoORD.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, on Monday next, May 11,
1936, the so-called Frazier-Lemke bill comes before the
House.

The parliamentary procedure is as follows:

Under clause 4 of rule XXVII, the so-called “discharge
rule”, immediately after the approval of the Journal, and
before any other business can be transacted, the Speaker
must recognize any Member who signed the petition to dis-
charge to call up the motion to discharge.

The resolution, H. Res. 123, is then read by title only.
The title is, “To make H. R. 2066, a bill $o liquidate and re-
finance agricultural Lndel_:teclnass at a reduced rate of
interest by establishing an efficient credit system through
the use of the Farm Credit Administration, the Federal Re-
serve banking system, and creating a Board of Agriculture
to supervise the same, a special order of business.”

ter 20 minutes’ debate, one-half in favor of the motion

to discharge and one-half in opposition thereto, the House
proceeds to vote on the motion to discharge the Rules

Committee.

If the motion prevails, the House immediately voies on
the adoption of the resolution, H. Res, 123.
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If the resolution or “rule” is adopted, the bill H. R. 20686,
under the provisions of the rule is taken up on the next day,
Tuesday, May 12, 1936, for consideration under the general
rules of the House, except that general debate, confined to
the bill, is limited to 6 hours, and except that the time is
controlled, one-half by the Member requesting the rule for
the consideration of said H. R. 2066, which probably means
the introducer of H. Res. 123, the gentleman from North
Dakota [Mr, Lemxe], and the 3 hours in opposition is con-
trolled by some Member of the House cpposed to the bill, to
be designated by the Speaker. If the first' two votes, to
discharge the Rules Committee and the adoption of the rule
prevail, the consideration of the bill under general debate
and the amendments will undoubtedly consume 2 or 3 days.
Final vote on the bill, in all likelihood would come late
Wednesday or on Thursday.

The Frazier-Lemke bill, H. R. 2066, was introduced in
the House by the Republican Member from North Dakota
[Mr. LeMmxe] on January 3, 1935, and about the same time
introduced in the Senate by the Republican Senator from
that State [Mr. Frazier],

The rule, H. Res. 123, was introduced in the House by
Mr. LemMxe on February 21, 1935, before the Agriculture
Committee of the House had acted on the bill, and the rule
is extraordinary in that it was not directed toward the
Agriculture Committee, but provided for the consideration of
the bill notwithstanding any further action on the said bill
by the Committee on Agriculture, “or any rule of the House.”

The rule is further most extraordinary in that it directs
whom the Speaker shall recognize to move that the House
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill, namely,
Mr. Lemxke, the introducer, a minority Member, who is not
a member of the Agriculture Committee, nor the Member
who filed the motion to discharge at the Speaker’s desk. Mr.
Lemke was the fortieth signer on the said petition.

Furthermore, the rule is most extraordinary in that time
under general debate is directed to be controlled in support
of the bill by Mr. LEmMke, a Member of the minority, contrary
to the standing practice in the House, for many years, that
time in general debate is controlled by the chairman and the
ranking minority member of the reporting committee. In
this novel practice the control of the proceedings of the
House during the consideration of this bill is in the hands
of a minority Member and the majority of the House, of
about 3 to 1 to the minority, is out of control.

The bill, H. R. 2066, was reported out of the Agriculture
Committee of the House on May 3, 1935. Nothing whatso-
ever has been done in reference to calling up the companion
bill in the Senate and there is no indication that any effort
has been made or will be made in that direction.

The bill could have been called up in the House in the
regular course of its proceedings on Calendar Wednesday,
May 15, 1935, 12 days after it was reported out of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. That committee had the call on that
day and had all of the day, if it had desired to use it. The
Committee on Agriculture, however, waived its right to the
day and no proponents of the Frazier-Lemke bill, including
Mr. LEMKE, objected to that waiver.

It has always been impossible to find out how many, or
what particular members, of the Committee of Agriculture
voted to report the bill. No record vote was taken. Some-
time thereafter the committee did vote, without any record
vote, to request the Rules Committee to grant a rule for the
consideration of the bill and thereupon appointed a subcom-
mittee of two members to wait upon the Rules Committee
to request a hearing on the application for a rule. It is
most extraordinary that this subcommittee consisted of two
Republicans, and to date no Democratic member of that
commiftee has ever requested a hearing before the Rules
Committee.

The invariable practice has been that the chairman of a
standing committee or some majority member designated by
him, makes the request to Rules Committee for a hearing.
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When the request was made to the chairman of the Rules
Committee by the two minority members, they were in-
formed that in view of the peculiar circumstances and the
reputed rumors that the Agriculture Committee had passed
the “buck” to the Rules Committee, as was stated in the
meeting when the bhill was reported out, the chairman of
the Rules Committee, after consultation with the leaders of
the House, took the position that the request for a hearing
should be made by a majority of the members of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, and that if such majority joined in
such a request, a hearing would be granted. That normal
situation has been a standing offer to the Agriculture Com-
mittee as is known bytheproponentso!thabﬂlbuthas
never yet been complied with.

On March 5, 1935, within 12 days after the introduction
of the rule, H. Res. 123, a petition was filed at the Speaker’'s
desk to discharge the Rules Committee from further con-
sideration of the rule. This was 2 months before the
Agriculture Committee acted on the bill. Rules Committee
has never considered a rule for the consideration of any
bill which has not been reported out of a committee.

On April 30, 1936, the petition was completed with 218
signatures, including three Members now dead, and one
Member who has never voted during this session of Congress.
Under a decision by former Speaker Rainey, the signa-
tures of deceased Members are permitted fo remain on the
petition.

The Frazier-Lemke bill is a proposal that the Govern-
ment take over the mortgages on the farms of the country.
It is estimated that they amount to about eight and one-
half billion dollars. The bill provides that these mort-
gages be taken over at their face value, and at an interest
rate of 115 percent. Furthermore, the bill applies to any
farmer who may have lost his property through foreclosure
in the last 14 years. These morfgages are principally held
by the insurance companies of the country. The effect of
the bill would be that the Government would bail out the
insurance companies of the country of billions of dollars of
their loans.

The bill is strictly a “farm” bill with no provision to take
care of urban or city mortgages, which amount to $21,000,-
000,000, as compared to the farm mortgages of eight and
one-half billion dollars. It is true that through the Home
Owners’ Loan Corporation about two and one-half billion
dollars has been loaned to city dwellers, but on a valuation
not to exceed 80 percent and practically does not exceed
60 percent, and further at an interest rate of 5 percent.

There is absolutely no possibility of providing in this bill
for any relief for the city mortgagors. It is beyond question
that any amendment attempted to take care of city mort-
gages would be held not germane and ruled out on a point
of order, because the Frazier-Lemke bill perta.ins solely to
farm mortgages.

The chief objection to the Frazier-Lemke bill is, how-
ever, that it is an inflationary measure rather than a “farm
relief” bill. The inflation feature, of providing for the
printing of $3,000,000,000 of currency, just as a start, to
finance the taking over of the farm mortgages, is the chief
feature of the bill and because such an inflationary meas-
ure is the prime purpose of the bill, it should have been re-
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency rather
than the Committee on Agriculture.

The Members of the House from the metropolitan areas
have always supported every genuine farm-relief measure,
and if this inflationary feature was not in the bill, in spite
of the discrimination against the cities, many of the Mem-
bers from the cities, including myself, would feel inclined to
support the bill.

Organized labor is definitely opposed to the bill as publicly
stated by Mr. William Green, president of the American
Federation of Labor, because of its inflationary provisions,
which would inevitably increase the cost of living and conse-
quently decrease the purchasing power of the wage earner.

The farmers of this country, who with all their dependents
number less than 25 percent of the population, have received
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especial and preferential treatment at the hands of the Gov-
ernment. Only on last Monday, May 4, 1936, there was
passed in the House, on the Consent Calendar, H. R. 10101,
introduced by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GiLLErT] and
reported by the Committee on Agriculture, “A bill to amend
the Federal Farm Loan Act and the Farm Credit Act of
1935”, extending for 2 years the interest on loans on farm
mortgages at a rate of 3% percent. Again this relief can be
contrasted with the Government rate on city mortgages of 5
percent. This bill, H. R. 10101, in itself should be sufficient
to take care of the situation as to farm mortgages.

Furthermore, there is pending on the Union Calendar,
No. 223, H. R. 7593, introduced by Mr. Jones of Texas, chair-
man of the Committee on Agriculture, a well-considered bill
which should accomplish anything further needed to be done
for the farmer beyond the Gillette bill.

H.R. 7593 is “a bill to facilitate the extension of agricul-
tural credit at lower interest rates by providing for the issue
of certain bank notes, and for other purposes.” Again,
unfortunately, however, this bill cannot be offered as an
amendment to the Frazier-Lemke bill, because it is not
germane and would be ruled out on a point of order, and
it is well known that the proponents of the Frazier-Lemke
bill will oppose any amendment offered to their measure.

The Frazier-Lemke bill is the first definite step in infla-
tion yet taken by this Government, and is supported by a
number of Members solely because it is an inflationary
measure and not because it is a “farm bill.” Ifs accom-
plishment would be ruinous to over 75 percent of the pop-
ulation of this country and especially to the wage earners
in the cities.

It is for the above reason that the consideration of the
bill has been opposed, and the sane, conservative, patriotic
way to oppose it is to vote against it from the very start,
by opposing the first vote taken on Monday, May 11, 1936,
to discharge the Rules Committee.

INTERNATIONAL PETROLEUM EXPOSITION, TULSA, OELA.

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the immediate consideration of House Joint Resolution 497,
to permit articles imported from foreign countries for the
purpose of exhibition at the International Petroleum Exposi-
tion, Tulsa, Okla., to be admitted without payment of tariff,
and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks
unanimous consent for the consideration of House Joint
Resolution 497, of which the Clerk will read the title.

The Clerk read the title.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. SNELL. Reserving the right to object, I suppose this
is the usual resolution that we have been passing when a
certain part of the country desired an exposition.

Mr. DISNEY. That is correct.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:

House Joint Resolution 487

Resolved, etc., That all articles which shall be imported from
foreign countries for exhibition at the International Petroleum
Exposition to be held at Tulsa, Okla., from May 16 to May 23, 1936,
or for use in constructing, installing, or maintaining foreign bulld-
ings or exhibits at the said exposition upon which articles there
ghall be a tariff or customs duty shall be admitted without pay-
ment of such tariff, customs duty, fees, or charges under such
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe; but
it shall be lawful at any time during or within 3 months after
the close of the sald exposition to sell within the area of the
exposition any articles provided for herein, subject to such regula-
tions for the security of the revenue and for the collection of
import duties as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe:
Provided, That all such articles, when withdrawn for consumption
or use in the United States, shall be subject to the duties, if any,
imposed upon such articles by the revenue laws in force at the
date of their withdrawal, and on such articles, which shall have
suffered diminution or deterioration from incidental handling or

exposure, the duties, if payable, shall be assessed according to the
appraised value at the time of withdrawal from entry hereunder

for consumption or entry under the general tariff law: Provided
Jjurther, That imported articles provided for herein shall not be
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subject to any marking requirements of the general tarifi laws,
except when such articles are withdrawn for consumption or use
in the United States, in which case they shall not be released
from customs custody until properly marked, but no additional
duty shall be assessed because such articles were not sufficiently
marked when imported into the United States: Provided further,
That at any time during or within 3 months after the close of
the exposition any article entered hereunder may be abandoned
to the Government or destroyed under customs supervision,
whereupon any dutles on such article shall be remitted: Provided
further, That articles, which have been admitted without payment
of duty for exhibition under any tariff law and which have
remained in continuous customs custody or under a customs ex-
hibition bond, and imported articles in bonded warehouses under
the general tariff law may be accorded the privilege of transfer
to and entry for exhibition at the sald exposition under such
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe: And

provided jfurther, That the International Petroleum Exposition
shall be deemed, for customs purposes only, to be the sole con-
signee of all merchandise imported under the provisions of this
act, and that the actual and customs charges for labor,
services, and other expenses in connection with the entry, exam-
ination, appraisement, release, or custody, together with the neces-
sary charges for salaries of customs officers and employees in con-
nection with the supervision, custody of, and accounting for,
articles imported under the provisions of this act, shall be reim-
bursed by the International Petroleum Exposition to the Govern-
ment of the United States under regulations to be prescribed by
the Becretary of the Treasury, and that receipts from such reim-
bursements shall be deposited as refunds to the appropriation
Amt ;rlluggg paid, in the manner provided for in section 524, Tariff

ct o .

Mr. TREADWAY. This is simply to permit the importa-
tion of certain articles without the payment of duty provided
they come in bond.

- Mr. DISNEY. Yes; and if they are sold they pay the
regular duty.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed, and a mo-
tion to reconsider was laid on the table.

THE DEFICIENCY BILL OF 1936

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the further consideration of the
bill (H. R. 12624) making appropriations to supply defi-
ciencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1936, and for prior fiscal years, to provide supple-
mental appropriations for the fiscal years ending June 30,
1936, and June 30, 1937, and for other purposes.

The motion was agreed fo.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr.
McCormMAcK in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr, May].

Mr. MAY. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose this morn-
ing to enter into any special discussion of the particular
provisions of the pending bill. What I want to do if I can
is to make a few remarks in the nature of suggestions for
my colleagues to think about in the future conduct of the
business of this country and for their use in the future
action of the Congress.

I have always believed that the Government, like an indi-
vidual, should live within its income. I think that is as
fundamental and sound a principle of economics as any
that we may discuss, I think also that the simple things
I am going to say are as fundamental as simple, and that,
as I understand it, the deficiency appropriation bill is a
bill to provide for the payment of indebtedness incurred
by Government bureaus in excess of what Congress has
heretofore authorized.

It is my information from the membership of the Appro-
priations Committee that this bill carries a rather small
amount of what is, in fact, a deficiency obligation. Stated in
another way it is this: We, the Congress, say you can spend
so much, and the various departments go ahead without
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regard to what we have said and spend several millions more,
and then come back and say to us we have spent more than
you directed and have a deficiency in our departments and
you must allow us that, and that continues from year to year,
and that is how we get deficiencies. That is what causes
deficits. The Government spends more than the taxes that
are collected. It is true in this bill, however, that the major
portion of more than $2,000,000,000 is for relief. I am con-
vinced—and I think the membership of this House is con-
vinced—that there ought to be a stopping place somewhere
in the matter of appropriations and expenditures. There
are just two ends, you might say, to the business of the
Federal Government—one is the intake end and the other
is the discharge end. One is the end that represents receipts
and the other is the end that represents disbursements; and
when the time comes that receipts are far less than disburse-
ments, we have what we call an unbalanced Budget, or a
deficit. The same thing can happen to my bank account
and to your bank account, provided the bankers are liberal
enough to allow us to overdraw; and just as sure as we over-
draw our bank accounts, we impair our credit; and when the
Federal Government continuously follows a system of over-
drafts or deficits or unbalanced budgets, whatever you choose
to call them, it continues to that extent to impair its credit.

Mr. COLDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, MAY. Yes.

Mr. COLDEN. The gentleman is emphasizing the neces-
sity of keeping within the revenues of the Government and
mentions the individual. When an individual has sickness
in his family, or an emergency, he is compelled by the cir-
cumstances to go out and borrow money, regardless of his
income. Is not that the situation of the United States Gov-
ernment? We have been sick economically and it has been
necessary for us to make these expenditures.

Mr., MAY. The Government or the country has been,
indeed, very sick, but the Government has practically recov-
ered from its sickness and is now out on the high plane of
good health, in the sunshine, and able to walk, and the time
has come when the medical bills must cease, and the time
has come when the Government ought to begin to provide
against such contingencies as getting sick as it has in the
past. One of the best ways in the world to do that is to
practice economy when we ought to practice it, so that when
the sick spell does come we will have a balance sufficient in
the Treasury to take care of the sickness, In other words,
practice economy and lay up something for a rainy day.
The prudent man will not wait till he is sick but will com-
mence to save while he is able to work.

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, MAY. Yes.

Mr. PIERCE. I agree with that 100 percent. Is not the
question of the unemployed, which is making this bill neces-
sary in all its largeness, the real cause, and is not that a
permanent feature in this country?

Mr. MAY. Unemployment is a problem, but I am not will-
ing to believe the statements of one of the chief witnesses
as a proponent of this bill on two propositions; I think he is
simply uninformed and I do not ascribe to him any ulterior
motive. I do not believe unemployment in this country is as
bad as we are told it is, and I do not believe there are 20,000,-
000 American people who ought to have relief, because there
are not that many that have to have relief, and I think relief
ought to be restricted to those who meritoriously need relief,
and everybody knows there are thousands on relief rolls that
are not entitled to be on them.

Mr. PIERCE. Should we not cut our cloth to suit our
needs? And I agree with the gentleman fully that we should
pay as we go, and if I return here in the next Congress I
shall vote on that line, regardless of party lines. Neverthe-
less, should not we at once prepare to take care of the unem-
ployed who cannot get work?

Mr. MAY. I agree with the gentleman that we must make
it possible for the unemployed to get work, and I shall vote
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accordingly; but there is only one way to stop Government
expenditures that are neither wise nor necessary, and that is
to stop making unnecessary appropriations for unnecessary
activities of the Government. The Government of the United
States is engaged in things today that the Members of this
Congress do not know it is engaged in. Frequently we hear
criticism of some of our Members on the floor of this House
who talk a great deal—and I am not one of them, I thank the
Lord. They are charged with putting the Government to the
- expense of $50 a page in printing the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.
Yet in 1935, by an act of July 26, Public, 220—and I am using
this as an illustration of what we are doing unconsciously—
we created a Federal Register, providing for the publication
daily of the proclamations and executive orders of all the
executive departments and the rules and regulations of the
various bureaus of the Government, The purpose of that
was to let the people of the country know what kind of laws
they had to obey; in other words, not the acts of Congress
but the downtown laws of the city of Washington. That is
what it is, and here we have a Register published up to date,
beginning on March 14 of this year, 6 days less than 2 months
old, which is costing the taxpayers of the country $30 a page
to print, and I have in my hand volume 1, no. 40. The page
has reached 406 up to date, which, at $30 a page, amounts to
$12,360 in 2 months.

Mr. WOODRUM. M. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MAY. Yes.

Mr. WOODRUM. I call the gentleman’s attention to the
fact that in one breath he complains about the fact that the
Government is doing things that the people do not know
anything about and in the next breath he complains about
the only official organ that does tell the Congress and the
country what the rules and the regulations and edicts of the
Government are.

Mr. MAY. The point I make is that we ought not {o have
as many bureaus as we have and we ought not to have as
many rules and regulations as we have, and we will continue
to have them just so long as we appropriate fen and a half
billion dollars at each session of Congress. My good friend,
Mr. WoopruM, comes from the great State of Virginia. He
is a Democrat and a real statesman, and I am proud of the
honor of being his colleague in this great body. No doubt he
is familiar with the teachings of the Father of Democracy,
the immortal Jefferson, a citizen of his own State, author of
the Declaration of Independence, Governor of Virginia,
writer of the Virginia Statutes of Religious Liberty, Ambas-
sador to France, twice President of the United States,
founder of the University of Virginia, statesman, and philos-
opher; and may I remind my colleague that it was he that
said, “The least governed was the best governed”, and he also
said, “If the day ever comes that we must look to Washing-
ton for direction as to when to sow and when fo reap, we
shall surely want for bread.” That is the doctrine I am
contending for.

Mr. WOODRUM. I agree with that; but my friend is a
good lawyer and an able and helpful Member of this House,
I want to ask him this question——

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman
from Kentucky 2 additional minutes.

Mr. MAY. I thank the gentleman,

Mr. WOODRUM. The gentleman will remember the occa-
sion for the establishment of the Federal Register, which
was the decision of the Supreme Court in the “hot oil” case,
where it developed that people had been brought into court
and tried for offenses which were not in violation of the law
because some department had changed its rules and regula-
tions and nobody knew anything about it until after the
conviction. The Supreme Court criticized this system. Does
not the gentleman think that where there are departments
like the Bureau of Internal Revenue, the tax department,
and other departments of the Government that do have au-
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thority under the law to promulgate important rules and
regulations, there ought to be some way that those rules and
regulations could be collected, annotated, and disseminated?
Perhaps this is too elaborate. Perhaps this should be cut
down to a weekly publication or some other system, but
should there not be some method of giving to the Congress
and to the people and to the citizens definite and authentic
information as to the activities of departments in that
respect?

Mr. MAY. I am in favor of giving the people all the in-
formation they desire, and if we follow the teachings of
Jefferson, the people will not need all this instruction, neither
will we have to go to jail. Congress ought to make the
laws and not the bureaus, and the courts, and not the bu-
reaus, ought to enforce them. I called the Bureau of
Archives this morning and talked to the director of this
publication. He told me that although the subscription is
$10 a year, the subscription list to date has not reached 500,
and that the only people who received it free were heads of
bureaus and Members of the Congress of the United States.

The point I am trying to make is this, that just as surely
as you give men money to spend, they will spend it, and
until we reach a point where we can begin to cut out some
of these agencies—and I think Congress is in humor to cut’
them out—and I think they should be cut out, I think every
emergency organization that has been set up should be abol-
ished just as soon as it can be done. I find authority for
that in the last Democratic platform. I believe in being a
Democrat. I am in thorough sympathy with the President
of the United States in his determined effort to rescue this
country from the terrible depression, and everybody here
knows that under his wise and patriotic leadership we have
emerged from the depths of depression and are back again
to sound and lasting prosperity; but I say when the war is
over and peace has been declared, we ought to stop mobiliz-
ing armies and undertake true economy. [Applause.] There
must be a stopping place. There will be a stopping place,
and unless Congress again assumes its legitimate functions
under the Constitution that stopping place will be either
bankruptcy or inflation in an uncontrollable form, and one
is the equivalent of the other. The mere fact that we have
during the Seventy-fourth Congress appropriated and au-
thorized the expenditure of more than $20,000,000,000 is a
general invitation to the bureaucrats to expect and demand
more. There is only one place to stop it, and that is right
here on the floor of this House. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr, TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr., THURSTON].

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. Chairman, the subcommittee in
charge of this bill held hearings covering a period of about 6
weeks, during which time approximately 2,000 pages of
hearings were accumulated. So it is obvious that one Mem-
ber could not discuss the many phases of this measure in
detail,

At the outset, I desire to comment just briefly on the
composition of the bill. As you know, there are two main
sections, one which deals with the deficiencies of the regu-
lar departments of the Government. The items carried in
this section total approximately $938,000,000.

Then, the more important and controversial division in
regard to relief, which carriers $1,425,000,000, making an
aggregate sum of $2,364,000,000. It seems to me it would
have been much better if two separate bills could have been
brought in so that relief could have been discussed sepa-
rately and free from departmental askings of the cther por-
tions of the bill.

Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer in this connection a table
on page 6 of the hearings of the Deficiency Subcommittee on
Appropriations which shows the type of project included in
the $1,425,000,000 portion of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.
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The table referred to is as follows: as to whether or not there is political interference in the
distribution of relief and a proposal to correct this evil, and
Type of project Amount |Percent | the other is the contribution that has been made, or should
be made, by respective States.
L s B b i e 2| In regard to the contribution that has been made by the
;ubk]f and ﬂgtigsriﬁgﬁhﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁ&;::E;::::::é: 156, 750, 000 1 | Federal G(;vemment. supplemented by either State or sub-
ublic ut uding sewer systems, water supply an divisions of State governments, I desire to offer in this con-
ﬁmﬁhnd‘mtﬁrgﬁmm?fﬂ?.ﬁ._L.if:'.: }g%% 13 nection table no. 4 of the hearings, which gives in detail
mjmmn;:o pj;cniismn &1%% g the amount of funds granted by the Federal Government
#mnu:]u?mg'mgmmi ;{,%% : and each State, plus the amount contributed by each State
atio outh Administration. 2 250, government; also table no. 8, “Allocation relief funds by
LA B __°| States”, and table no. 23, “Relief grants.”
Total L435,000,000 | 10| he CHATRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.
Mr. THURSTON. Mr. Chairman, there are just two gen-| There was no objection.
eral phases that I desire to touch upon. One is the question| The table referred to is as follows:

TasLE E-4—Amount of obligations incurred for emergency relief by sources of funds by States, January 1933 through December 1935

Federal funds State funds Local funds
Btate Total amount
Amount Percent Amount Percent Amount Percent

Alabama $47, 310, 901 $44,764, 187 0.7 $312, 212 0.6 | $2 243,502 4.7
Arizona 18, 991, 568 16, 170, 500 85.2 2,437,919 128 383, 540 2.0
Arkansas 41, 527,083 40, 057, 358 B6. 5 305, 135 a 1, 164, 590 28
California 236, 095, 257 158, 043, 636 67.2 | 38,206,236 16.3 38, 845,385 16.5
Colorado 46, 664, 441 30, 410, (24 84.5 2,117,412 4.5 5, 137, 005 1.0
C icut 3 : 53, 525, 634 23, 514,397 43.9 5,300,323 0.9 | 24,711,854 46.2
DOIAWRIS. . o einc i 5, 104,724 2, 108, 756 40.5 2,107,943 40.6 983, 025 18.9
District of Columbi o 20, 012, 870 14, 685, 520 g pen IR L ST 5,347, 341 2.7
Florida_ - __ 42, 376, 488 40, 361, 152 95.3 15, 492 (3 2, 000, 344 47
Georgia 48, 205, 248 45, 645, 603 0.7 5 ( 2, 559, 550 5.3
1daho 15, 883, 654 13, 359, 320 841 806, 612 51 L7712 10.8
Tllinois.. 308, 672, 761 232, 791, 501 75.4 | 62,119,848 20.1 | 13,761,322 4.5
Indiana. 80, 310, 882 51, 864, 560 64.6 164, 636 .2| 28 281,688 352
R e e 41,764,128 24, 140, 511 571.8 4, 1069, 753 10.0 13, 453, 804 322
Kansas__ 54, 745,980 39, 949, 400 .T3.0 470, 877 0| 14,325 622 26.1
Kentucky 45, 139, 768 39, 180, 712 8.8 2,273,998 5.0 3, 685, 056 8.2
BF, 1 e A B St L L o 53, 106, 478 51,475, 311 06.9 1, 697 ™ 1, 629, 470 3.1
R e e N e L 23, 300, 439 11, 788, 629 50.6 2,087, 142 9.0 9, 424, 668 40.4
Maryland - 45,915, 982 349, 726 | 10,127,287 2.1 2,439, 411 53
Massachusetts. 218, 642, 854 114, 510, 390 52.3 560, 381 .8 | 108,572,083 47.4
Michigan._... 172, 956, 375 127, 200, 760 73.5 | 26,453,278 15.3 | 19,302,337 1.2
Mi . 88, 656, 403 67,777,713 76.4 5,462, 092 6.2 | 15416538 17.4
Mississ‘ifpl_ 32, 259, 711 31, 028,139 96, 2 208, 34 .8 1,023, 218 3.2
oy I e S R e e e 82, 112,369 63, 446, 081 71.3 9, 001, 277 10.9 9, 665, 011 1.8
t % 25, 586, 536 22,691, 295 88.7 451,220 18 2 444, 021 9.5
Nebraska.__ 28, 091, 783 21, 583, 108 76.8 2,748 0} 6, 505, 927 2.2
Nevada._ ... 5,724,742 5,074, 574 88.6 130, 489 23 519, 679 9.1
New Hampshire . 12, 209, 612 5,493, 617 47 3, 664, 360 2.8 3, 141, 635 25.5
New Jersey. ... 138, 413,434 04, 725,918 68.4 | 32,832 758 .7 | 10,854,762 7.9
New Mexico. 15, 269, 713 14, 738, 853 96. 5 351,293 23 179, 567 1.2
New York 726, 82, 824 385,500,738 |  53.0 | 125 445318 17.3 | 215 637, 768 20.7
North Carolina_ = 30, 654, 693 38, 401, 514 96. 8 1,253,179 3.2
North Dakota. 28, 802, 104 24, 856, 902 86.3 41,038 .2 3,908, 174 13.5
0 2189, 470, 509 170, 537, 836 7.7 | 33,017,460 15.0 | 15915213 7.3
klah. 51,874, 144 45, 052, 578 86.8 364, T84 o 6, 456, 782 12.5
Oregon. . 27, 719, 085 23,019, 711 79.4 2,582,754 9.3 3, 118, 600 11.3
Pennsylvania 446, 374, 260 318, 6886, 347 70.9 | 104, 695, 574 n.5 24,992, 339 5.6
Rhode Island 20, 197, 308 7, 047, 266 30.4 5,299, 281 26.2 6, 950, 761 34.4
South Carolina.. - 36, 614,018 35, 867, 760 98.0 1,34 ™ 745, 834 2.0
South Dakots. . 35, 957, 209 32, 301, 066 89.8 3,656,143 10.2
T 36, 897, 618 34, 440, 852 93.4 893, 324 24 1, 554, 442 42
Texas. 97,152,411 76, 603, 808 78.9 19,412, 855 2.0 1, (45, 48 L1
Utah._. 25, 041, 740 19, 754, 620 7.9 3,370, 051 13.4 1,917,060 1.7
Vermont. . 6,013,948 3, 406, 100 56.6 30, 845 .7 2, 568, 001 427
Virginia. .. 26, 358, 205 5,779,228 90.2 M, 452 ok 2, 544, 525 9.7
Wash T 48, 890, 429 30, 965, 183 8L7 5,919, 721 12.1 3,005, 525 6.2
West Virginia 57, 334, 951 30, 758, 080 83.5 5,016, 987 8.8 1,559, 834 2.7
= 109, 903, 757 79, 672, 626 75 4,234,317 3.9 | 25006814 .6
¥ g T, T24, 461 7,044, 855 L2 267,039 a5 412, 567 53
Total, United States. 4, 096, 433, 367 | 2, 905, 701, 70.9 | 522,779,049 12.8 | 667,952, 422 16.3
1 Includes obligations incurred for relief extended under the general relief program, under all special programs, and for administration; April 1934 these figures
also include Ee urchases of materials, supplies, and equipment, rentals of equipment (such as team and truck hire) earnings of nonrelief persons yed and other expenses

incident to the Emergency Work Program.

1 Less than one-tenth of 1 perceat.
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TABLE 23.—Federal Emergency Relief Administration granls, May 23, 1938, through Dec. 31, 1935—Continued
Bpecial grants for—
Grants for
Btate or Territory general relief e Federal Sur- Total, all
purposes ent | Rural reha- Ins Relief Miscell: ts
relief bilitation Education orporation nmusn. A
commodities
West Virginia £40, 090, 638 $611,036 |  $1, 406,088 $0609,728 | $1, 727, 000 1,335, 721 871, 161
Wisconsin_ ... 69, 464, 402 1, 561, 365 516, 000 1,288, 554 3, 522, 000 3_ @5'4.393 &%mm
Wyoming 5, 327, 850 €81, 777 760, 000 90, 511 2, 054, 000 689, 234 9,613,372
Total. 2. 553, 747, 260 | 87,420, 877 79, 438, 30 48,851,719 | 134,770,780 | 102, 736, 822 688
Alaska_. 1, 078, 060 460, 000 3,285 15, 000 800, 000 &miﬁuﬁ
stail_l_‘iE 2“?. E?;‘ g} &. 000 5, 000 5,037, 561
Puerto Rico ' , 928 116, 750 1, 635, 000 1, 000 28, 982, 339
Virgin Islands B B e e S e 9, 500 202, 500 25, 200 1, 216, 860
Grand total 2,588,082, 211 | 87,420,877 | 80,743,158 | 48,986,254 | 136,713,280 | 108, 563, 023 | 3, 045, 458, £02

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. Chairman, briefly I want to direct
the attention of the membership to these figures. There is
a very wide discrepancy in the amount that has been con-
tributed, from the different States, in order to meet this
great emergency. My own State of Iowa the first year
practically matched the Federal funds by contributing 50
percent of the amount used for general relief purposes.
Last year probably 41 percent, but this table shows that there
are a number of States which have only contributed 2, 3, 4,
or 5 percent, and possibly there are one or two States that
did not contribute 1 percent. So the Federal Government
was either required or obliged to make up the deficit. I con-
tend that this was not a fair allocation. Surely, there is no
State in this Union that was not in a financial position to
have contributed some substantial portion of the relief
needed for the support of its citizens requiring relief or
assistance. It seems to me we should have a provision re-
quiring each State to make some specific contribution to
relief funds and if that amount should be fixed at 20, or
possibly 25 percent, then the State would be more interested
in the administration of relief funds.

We or the States or their subdivisions would have a per-
sonal interest in the allocation or the distribution of the
funds and it would be more equitable to the entire country
if such a rule were adopted. I interrogated Mr. Hopkins
in regard to this subject when he was before our committee
2 years ago and he said he would insist that there should
be a matching of funds, a 50-50 contribution. When he
came in the next year, however, and the disparity in these
figures was called to his attention, he said he was over-
ruled—and he could only be overruled by the President—that
he was unable to follow the rule or the agreement he had
made. Being further interrogated he said it was largely a
question of the ability of the governors of these different
States to get all they could. So we here have concrete evi-
dence of the bargaining power of some of the Governors in
these States, and certain Governors did get very excellent
bargains for their States as compared with amounts re-
ceived by other States. If all States should be required to
furnish, say one-fifth or one-quarter of the funds, and have
direct immediate contact in the distribution of these funds
with local persons in charge of the distribution who would
be better acquainted with the needs of the community,
doubtless, a more equitable and even a less expensive admin-
istration could be established. In the main, in my section of
the country all of the administrators are imported from
other sections of the country. I hear this complaint made
generally. We are in favor of home rule, and it seems to
me it would be preferable and, in fact, imperative, to require
it in this respect.

As to whether political influences have had anything to
do with the relief situation, I have before me a page from a
local Washington newspaper under date of April 26, 1936,
giving rather concise and interesting tables upon this sub-
ject. I take it is is wholly nonpartisan, unbiased, and was
obtained through a broad Nation-wide contact or poll with
different classes of people throughout the United States.
These figures were collected by the American Institute of
Public Opinion. Concisely, it says:

A fair majority of the Democrats believe there is political in-
fluence in relief administration and a huge majority of the Repub-
licans are convinced of it.

The question asked was:

In your opinion, d
reliefytn . u? aon, ugf?y ‘}Jolttics play a part in the handling of

The poll disclosed that 65 percent of those interrogated
say “yes”, 18 percent replied “no”, and 17 percent have no
opinion upon the subject. So, of those voting, almost 4 to
1 say there has been and there is political interference in
the administration of relief.

As divided according to the political affiliation on this
page, the Democrats are listed next and 55 percent say
“yes”, 25 percent say “no”, and 20 percent express no opin-
ion. So, more than 2 to 1 of the Democratic faith say
there is political interference. Of the Republicans, 80 per-
cent say “yes”, 8 percent say “no”, 12 percent express no
opinion. So 10 to 1 of the Republicans feel that this harm-
ful influence is at play.

As to the Socialists, and they surely cannot be regarded
as partisan in this sense, 77 percent say “yes”, 9 percent
say “no”, or 8 to 1 say political influence has been used.

It is interesting to note the percentage in some of the
great States. Sixty-seven percent of the people in the
State of Pennsylvania believe there is political influence;
in Illinois, 60 percent; in Massachusetts, 72 percent; and
in the States where opposition is expressed, only one-
quarter, one-fifth, or probably one-sixth express opinion in
opposition.

Mr. SHANNON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. THURSTON. I yield.

Mr., SHANNON. From what paper is the gentleman
quoting?

Mr. THURSTON. This is from a table taken from the
Washington Post, but the figures were compiled by the
American Institute of Public Opinion, a nonpartisan
organization.

This poll furnishes nonpartisan evidence that political
influence is at play in all sections of the country. So if we
could turn this relief from Federal administration of a
highly political character to State agencies free from politi-
cal control, undoubtedly we would meet the desire of a
great majority of our people; we would have administration
free from politics and under the confrol of those who are
most capable of exercising this function. The decisive re-
sult of this poll should be carefully considered by the
Congress.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, would the gentleman
care to yield right there?

Mr. THURSTON. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from
Virginia.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I am very much inter-
ested in the gentleman’s very fair discussion of this inter-
esting phase of relief, but I would like to suggest to the
gentleman, and to know his reaction to the suggestion, as
to why he thinks if relief were administered by State
agencies there would nof be the same so-called political
influence? And may I draw his attention to this: I do not
know what his experience has been, but my experience
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has been that there has been politics in this business. It
has, however, usually been confined to localities and to local
people in charge of relief. There have been localities, and
there are localities today, where the influences are Republi-
can, and the Republican influences are handling relief,

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is, just a few.

Mr. WOODRUM. Oh, no; and they are handling it—I do
not say with the approval of the leaders of the Republican
Party, but this is just as natural as it is for people to be
natural, human beings. Now, this is happening in my own
district, I may say to the distinguished gentleman from
Iowa.

Mr. THURSTON. Should we not relieve those gentlemen
from the temptation?

Mr. WOODRUM. You cannot relieve them as long as they
are human beings, They are gentlemen in strategic posi-
tions in this relief program in the State of Virginia—in
Democratic counties, Republicans handling relief. Wherever
they can they are doing it beneficially to their own party.
The point is I want to suggest——

Mr. THURSTON. I hope the gentleman will be brief, for
my time is being shortened.

Mr. WOODRUM. I will give the gentleman some of my
time if he does not object to this interruption. :

Mr. Chairman, the point I make is that, after all, is not
our particular interest at this time in whether or not the
Relief Administration in Washington or the national ad-
ministration is making any effort at all to divert this relief
proposition to its own political advantage? I venture the
assertion that no party or power could administer relief such
as this without politics creeping into it at certain points,
very often against even its own wishes.

Oregon
Mr. THURSTON. In reply to the gentleman, may I sa¥ | Montana

that in the State of Iowa practically all of our boards having
to do with charity and public assistance of every character
are nonpartisan, and both the major political parties are
represented in the constituency of the board or the commis-
sion. We therefore rarely have any complaint that partisan
influence has in any degree affected the action of those
bodies.

Mr. MAY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, THURSTON. I yield fo the gentleman from Ken-
tucky.

Mr. MAY. The gentleman read cerfain statistics from a
survey which has been made. I would like fo know if the
State of Kentucky is reported in those statistics, and, if so,
what is the percentage of approval or disapproval.

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. Chairman, to expedite this and
other inquiries that may be made, I ask unanimous consent
to include in my extension of remarks the complete table,
which will show the percent in all the States.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

The table referred to follows:

AMERICA SFEAKS

In your opinion does politics play a part in the handling of
relief in your locality? Yes, 65 percent; no, 18 percent; no opinion,
17 percent. Should relief be returned to State and local govern-
ments? Yes, 656 percent; no, 45 percent.

RESULTS OF NATIONAL POLL ANALYZED

Question 1: Inyouropmiondmpouumpuyaparbmthem-

dling of relief in your locality? Yes, ; no

opinion,
The national vote
[Yes, 65 percent; no, 18 percent; no opinion, 17 percent]
THE VOTE BY STATES

; No
Yes No
Btate (percent)| (percent) f’m‘mt)
Arkansas 8 14 3
New Jersey. 78 12 10
West Virginia. m bt | 10
Louisiana 7% 9 15
Rhode Island. 76 ] 10
Connecticut. % 14 1
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The national vote—Continued
THE VOTE BY STATES—continued

Yes
State (percent)

Mississippi

75

Wastinglon

N

Oklahoma.

(4t

New Mexico_

!

Kansas
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Arizona

Maine__

New York..

South Dakota_
Texas_

North Dakota

Iowa

Delaware. .

Wisconsin

Ilinois

Georgia.
Colorado.

Maryland
Utah..
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Democrats..

Republicans.

Bocialists.
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GROUPS

Reliefers_.

Farmers. ..

Women....
Young Peopl

2R3e

Question 2: Should the responsibility of caring for

sons on relief
ments? Yes

be returned now to State

; Do
The national vote

[Yes, 55 percent; no, 45 percent]
THE VOTE BY STATES

and

local

State

Yes (per-

No (per-
cent)

ghods Island. o
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Michigan
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Missouri

New York.
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The national vote—Continued
THE VOTE BY STATES—continued
Yes (per-| No (per-
State cent) cent)
North Dakota. 51 49
R O - e o e e 2 o b el 51 40
‘Wisconsin. . 50 50
s e W e LT LIS e T O TR 50 50
Wshingtols - s r o e 50 50
Pennsylvania 52 48
AL MUNGE, Y ettt W 49 51
Florida__.__. 48 52
Montana 48 52
R SR A 8 ]
yoming.
Louisiana. 47 5
e Y e S T e EE R R P 47 =]
North Carolina. - © 0o o L o 46 b
O i e e 46 5
Oregon. .. 46 5
uth Dakota___________ 45 85
Jtah___ 45 55
Arkansas. . 43 51
Georgia 41 50
Vermont 40 60
Alabama___ 3
PARTIES
Democrats. 4 56
Republi o5
Bocialists 38 62
GROUPS
Reliefers. 41 50
Farmers. 60 40
Women..... 56 44
Young people 49 o

Mr. MAY. The table shows the entire country?

Mr. THURSTON. Yes; each of the 48 States.

Mr. Chairman, we must recognize that this relief problem
is not a current one. It must be apparent to all Members
that it will be a problem of long duration. If this premise is
correct—and I believe it is—we must prepare to handle this
matter not only in a logical and economical manner but in a
humane manner as well. We are all equally interested in
the welfare of women and children who are unfortunate and
who do not have a sufficient income, as well as the men who
may be aged or impaired; but it must be apparent to all of
us that after 3 years of Federal relief administration and the
expenditure of approximately $16,000,000,000, we still have
practically as many people on relief and unemployed as we
had 3 years ago. Under fhese circumstances we have not
solved this problem, and if we have not obtained real, satis-
factory results under the present procedure, surely we are
broad enough and we should be tolerant enough to explore
the field and ascertain if we cannot make some changes or
agree to some amendments so that the future administration
of this program may be sound and fair to all concerned.

Mr. RICH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. THURSTON. - I yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania. : .

Mr. RICH. For the last year Members of Congress have
criticized the way the relief proposition has been handled.
This bill proposes to.handle the relief matter exactly the
same as it was handled last year. Why are the Members of
Congress permitting this bill to go through in the same form
as last year after all of this criticism?

Mr. THURSTON. The final vote, of course, will answer the
gentleman’s question.

Mr. MAIN., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. THURSTON. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan.

Mr. MAIN. Is it not significant and rather disheartening
to have Mr, Hopkins, after these years of experience and the
large amount of money at his disposal, admit that he has no
answer or solution for the unemployment problem?

Mr, THURSTON. Yes. However, I think the problem and
the soluticn of relief and unemployment is one for the Con-
gress and not for an administrative or executive officer of the
Government.
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Mr. Chairman, to summarize my contention, the member-
ship will have an opportunity to vote upon making these
important changes, which would require a reasonable contri-
bution upon the part of the States, and the power of directly
supervising relief will be delegated to nonpartisan local offi-
cials. Not having made any appreciable gain, or having cor-
rected to any great degree the relief or unemployment prob-
lems, surely we should be open-minded in our approach to
any other proposed changes or suggestions that might assist
in solving these problems. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr, Chairman, I yield to the gentleman
from California [Mr. Buck] such time as he may desire.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Chairman, I realize that the most im-
portant matter contained in this bill is the question of the
appropriations for relief, but there are other matters con-
tained therein of great interest, and it is one of these to
which I desire to call the attention of the Committee this
morning, . .

Mr. Chairman, the first deficiency appropriation bill in-
cludes an item for the establishment of an Air Corps depot
in the vicinity of Sacramento, Calif, This is a most vital air-
defense appropriation, urged by the War Department as part
of its general air-defense program and one immediately nec-
essary. I am happy to have had a hand in the work which
has led to the adoption of this program, Approval of this
item will bring to a successful conclusion the campaign which
I have waged since my first election to Congress in 1932 for
the establishment of Sacramento as a major Army air base.

During 1918, the final year of the World War, the War
Department established an aviation field about 14 miles west
of the city of Sacramento, the site of which was donated by
local citizens and which was christened Mather Field. This
was used as a training school until 1919. Later it was used
as a base for an aerial forest control. In 1922 it was placed
on an inactive status, but in 1930 it was again opened as a
training school and kept in service until November 1, 1932,
when the units then stationed there were removed to perma-
nent Air Corps fields, The close proximity of this station to
Sacramento made its citizens air-minded long before the rest
of the country awakened to its present state of air conscious-
ness.

It has been the earnest desire of those of us who are fully
informed of the facts, and who know the strategic advan-
tages to the Nation and to the Army in the location of an air
bhase somewhere near Sacramento, to see action taken to
locate there permanently a major branch of the Army’s air
activities. This I have been urging continuously since the
very first months of my first term in Congress. Facts, for-
tunately, have been with me. As General Embick said, in
testifying before the Appropriations Committee in the hear-
ings on the pending bill:

From a strategic standpoint Sacramento is a good location. It
is a central location, and we think it is withdrawn enough from
the coast so it is reasonably secure. It Is an economical location
because it is at the main railway junction in that area.

The climate is mild; the average percentage of sunshine is
high; the prevailing winds and average wind velocity are
excellent, and even during the so-called rainy season there
is a great preponderance of bright weather. These natural
advantages I have presented from time to time to the War
Department, to the Committee on Military Affairs, and to
the subcommittee of the Appropriations Committee handling
the War Department bills, in efforts to secure their coopera-
tion in providing funds such as are carried in this bill. As
their investigation has proceeded, these gentlemen have
come to the conclusion that Sacramento is the ideal location
for an Army air repair depot that would serve all peace-
time needs of the west coast. I am indeed happy to find
that the Appropriations Committee, as a whole, has seen fit
to include in this bill the recommendation of the War De-
partment for an expenditure of $7,000,000 to establish this
permanent air depot. : '

It will be established on land to be newly acquired, on
which options have been secured through the cooperation of
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local authorities, The new site will comprise 1,117.21 acres
of land lying to the northeast of Sacramento on the main
line of the Central Pacific Railroad. On this will be built
necessary barracks, noncommissioned officers’ and officers’
quarters, administration building, post exchange, hospital,
gymnasium and auditorium, heating plant, as well as other
necessary accessories. The depot supply building will pro-
vide a structure of approximately 961 feet in length by 430
feet in breadth, containing approximately 12,600,000 cubic
feet of space, together with the necessary utilities and ap-
purtenances, such as water and sewer mains, electricity and
power, paving, and so forth. This one building will cost
$1,167,086.

Other parts of the work proposed include engineering
shops, to cost $1,406,198; a repair dock, consisting of a
building 602 feet in length by 152 feet in breadth, containing
approximately 6,000,000 cubic feet; operations building and
hangar; paint, oil and dope storage buildings. Radio towers,
night lighting system, runways, and necessary equipment
are similarly provided. The entire break-down of the pro-
posed Pacific air depot may be found on pages 621-623 of
the hearings before the Appropriations Committee, where it
was inserted by General Guiney, of the Quartermastier Gen-
eral’s Office.

It is anticipated that it will take approximately a year
and one-half to complete construction of the air depot.
When completed, as General Westover said in his testimony,
the Sacramento depot will serve all peacetime repair and
overhaul purposes of the west coast, including the overseas
units at Hawaii. It will also serve to meet an essential and
initial wartime ‘need.

By an Executive order on September 26, 1935, President
Roosevelt approved the recommendation of the Secretaries
of War and Navy that Rockwell Field, San Diego, should be
evacuated by the Army, and Moffet Field by the Navy.
Moffet Field is, however, entirely unsuitable, according to
the Army officials, for an air depot, and subsequent devel-
opments have made it inadvisable to give further considera-
tion of the utilization of Benton Field at Alameda for this
purpose. This order and the subsequent developments have,
of course, hastened the necessity of developing a new field
for the protection of the west coast. Confidential investiga-
tions and surveys by the War Department have been in
progress for the last 5 months and have resulted in defi-
nitely fixing on the Sacramento site which has been recom-
mended unhesitatingly to the Appropriations Committee.

The question will now arise in the minds of many as to
why Mather Field, which the Government already owns, is
not to be utilized as the site of this new air repair and
supply depot. This I think I should explain a little, so
there may be no thought in your minds that we are need-
lessly expending money when the Government already owns
land in the vicinity of Sacramento.

In the first place, the acreage of Mather Field is not suffi-
cient for the proposed plant. Additional land would have
to be acquired in any event. Secondly, the new site is to be
located on a land-grant railroad, which will give the Gov-
ernment an immense saving in transportation costs to and
from the new field. But the primary reason is that Mather
Field has been selected as the proper location for a bom-
bardment group for the defense of central and northern
California. This means that eventually Sacramento will be
the heart of Army Air Corps activities, both offensive and
defensive.

The selection of Mather Field as the location for this
bombardment group is one of the reasons why, from the
standpoint of economy, an air depot in the same vicinity is
not only advantageous buf probably necessary. Permit me
to quote General Westover again, in his testimony before
the committee, when he stated that the Department “would
consider it both an unwise as well as an inefficient way of
doing it to put a depot on the same field with a bombard-
ment or other heavy aerial unit. The two would not have
sufficient room for their respective operations with the in-
crease of the size of bombing aircraft.” There would be con-
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flict between training and field operations of the tactical
units and the flight festing of aircraft overhauled by the
depot. Hence there would result a loss of time and efficiency
by both the units and depot if they were located together.

This, I think, fully explains the reason why Mather Field
is not to be utilized in the establishment of the new air
repair and supply base. It will, however, be utilized later
by combat units of the air force to be organized in accord-
ance with the Drum Board development.

As one who has fought earnestly and sincerely for the
development of the Air Force by both the Army and Navy;
and, in fact, for the development of every branch of the na-
tional defense, I am delighted to see this first step taken in
carrying out the air-defense program authorized by Congress
at its last session. Naturally I am grateful that the first
unit is to be established in my own district. To that extent
I hope I may be permitted to congratulate the citizens of
Sacramento and vicinity and fo thank the public-spirited
citizens, newspapers, and civic bodies who have continuously
aided my efforts here to bring about recognition by the War
Department and Congress of Sacramento’s availability as
a strategic location for this base.

May I add, in closing, that I hope to see this unit added
to in the next regular War Department appropriation bill
by the establishment of other units which are necessary
wherever they may be located. Nothing is more important
under modern conditions to the protection of our Nation
and preservation of our liberties than the proper locaticn
of adequately equipped air bases. The ground work there
performed, the repair and overhaul, the testing and retest-
ing of our planes, are the essentials of successful operations
in the air. Bases such as this one about to be established
are essential to any intelligent defense policy. [Applause.l

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from New York [Mr, CurLEY].

Mr. CURLEY. Mr. Chairman, I would have to disregard
all the statistics of all the agencies of this country on the
unemployment problem to agree with my distinguished
friend from Kentucky [Mr. May]. When I point out to
the gentleman from Kentucky that 20 percent of the
7,000,000 people of the city of New York are handcuffed
to misery and suffering and are unemployed, perhaps the
gentleman might change his opinion.

Mr. Chairman, I had no intention of engaging in debate

on this proposition at all, but at the suggestion of the chair-
man of the committee, I thought it might be well at this
point to state my views on this humane legislation. I have
listened intently to the discussions both for and against this
deficiency bill. I was quite amused at the statements made
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rice] and the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Girrorpl, as well as
my distinguished colleague from New York [Mr. TaBer].
The gentleman from Massachusetts pointed out the fact
that in New York City relief money is being spent for boon-
doggling, eurythmic dancing, cartography, and other use-
less projects, and for all sorts of nonsensical things which
had nothing to do with the relief of the unemployed.
" Since the open debate on the deficiency bill before the
House for consideration began, several Members on the mi-
nority side engaged, unwittingly perhaps, in some rather
unwarranted and unbridled criticism of certain features in
administration of relief in certain localities, among which
was the city of New York. Ridicule and selected satire
seemed to be the weapons employed.

With 12 millions unemployed and 40,000,000 members of
their families handcuffed to poverty and misery, it is a dan-
gerous proposition to inject glaring inaccuracies in the dis-
cussion of this vitally human legislation,

During the discussion yesterday on this question of relief
money, reference was made to the conduct of the adminis-
tration of relief in the city of New York at a time when
there were approximately 1,400,000 persons receiving relief.

It is because of this reference that I deemed it proper to
enter into this debate in order that certain misstatements
may be corrected.
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I have heard the word “boondoggling” and “eurythmic”
dancing mentioned frequently at different times in this
House in various debates and particularly in the one now
in force. The reference was plainly made with the object
of bringing down ridicule on the administration of relief
and especially in New York State. To clarify the situation,
as one in a position to know, permit me to state that on
September 14, 1934, a special investigating committee of
the legislative branch of the government of the city of New
York instituted an investigation of the affairs of the de-
partment of public welfare and other bureaus and depart-
ments of the city of New York concerned with the adminis-
tration of relief.

A series of public hearings was held. In fact, 18 public
hearings were held from March 22, 1935, to May 9, 1935,
and 110 witnesses testified.

During the course of the public hearings, William Hodson,
Commissioner of the Department of Welfare and Chairman
of the Emergency Relief Bureau, resigned as a result of the
disclosures brought out at the said hearings.

This complete report is predicated upon sworn testimony
and exhibits and are set forth in a complete, accurate analy-
sis in a complete printed report at its conclusion on July 8,
1935.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman
from New York 2 additional minufes.

Mr. RICH, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CURLEY. I asked the gentleman from Pennsylvania
yesterday to yield to me and the gentleman refused.

Mr. RICH. I wanted to ask whether the gentleman had
read Mr. Johnson's report?

Mr. CURLEY. The set-up of the Relief Administration in
the city of New York was authorized pursuant fo a number
of statutes, rules, and regulations.

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Taser] stated yester-
day in his criticism of relief administration that he would
make an effort to have the said Administration revert back
to municipalities. For the informatfion of the gentleman
from New York, the administration of relief in his State of
New York was and is authorized under chapfer 798 of the
laws passed at the extraordinary session of the New York
Legislature in 1931. This law is known as the Wickes Act
and became effective as of September 23, 1931.

And who is Mr. Wickes? He is a member of the same party
as the gentleman from New York, the Republican Party.
There was no authority in the city of New York to provide
direct relief to needy in their homes. Pursuant to this law
an emergency work bureau to administer work relief was
set up on November 6, 1931, and early in December of 1931
the home-relief bureau was organized. The Federal Gov-
ernment played no part in this program until May 1933.

At this point there were 1,400,000 members of families on
the relief rolls of New York City. At the present time there
are 201,000 heads of families, approximately, on relief. In
the spring of 1934 a new set-up came into existence to con-
trol and direct relief work. That was the E. R. B—
emergency-relief bureau—all the members of which were
appointed by the mayor. The New York City commissioner
of public welfare, an ex-officio member of the bureau, was
designated to act as chairman of that bureau and in such
capacity was director of the entire relief program of the
city of New York. He resigned his appointment as chair-
man, but he continued on as a member of the E. R. B.

For the information of the gentleman from New York
[Mr. Tager] the Wickes Act was and is the source of au-
thority for the E. R. B. and describes the rules for the
administration of relief in the city of New York. If also
sets up a State body known as the T. E. R. A—{emporary
emergency relief bureau.

The life of the T. E. R. A. has been extended from year to
year at successive sessions of the legislature. By chapter
25 of the Laws of 1935 the emergency period was extended
to February 16, 1936.
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To stress the point raised by my distinguished colleague,
the gentleman from New York, that he intended that relief
should revert back to the municipalities the aforesaid
‘Wickes Act describes the present depression and bases the
enactment on the declaration of emergency. It is stated
that the granting of relief is primarily an obligation of
municipalities, but it is necessary to supplement such munici-
pal relief by the assistance provided for in the act. How-
ever, all payments made by the State are made expressly
subject to the rule of the T. E. R. A. A violation of these
rules was made a misdemeanor.

The responsibility is placed upon the city for a proper
administration of the relief because the law declares thag
relief is primarily a function of the municipality.

Under the authority of the Wickes Act, grants are made
to municipalities, which was 75 percent of the total expendi-
ttnes,sopercentottmsbyther‘ederalGovernment the
other 25 percent by the city.

By the State law, the Governor is authorized, as agent of
the State, to receive Federal grants. It might be well to note
that in addition to the 25 percent paid by the city 16 percent
of every dollar of Federal taxes collected comes from New
York City and approximately 65 percent of every dollar of
State taxes comes from the same sources.

At the first public hearing Commissioner Hodson, at that
time chairman of the E. R. B., was interrogated under oath.
He said in answer to the question:

So that by reason of improper Investigation, or at least insuf-
ficlent investigation, the taxpayers of the city of New York are
losing approximately $24,000,000 a year through plain, ordinary
grafting and chiseling on the part of people who are on these
rolls—this is so, isn't 1t?

Replied:

I should say substantially so.

This was verified to a still greater degree through a sub-
ordinate, Mr. Arthur P. McNulty, administrative assistant ta
the director of the home-relief administration. He esti-
mated that 15 percent of the people receiving relief were not
entitled to it under the law. He concluded, therefore, that
approximately $3,000,000 were taken a month by chiselers.

In the face of these facts it seems to be that the shoe
is on the other foot. The Democratic administration is not
to be blamed for the appalling conditions as shown by the
sworn statements of Republican administration of relief in
the city of New York.

Much has been said about “boondoggling.” Under title
“Service Projects”, on page 161 of the report, we find the
inventor of the word “boondoggling” testifying. He is Mr.
Robert Marshall, of Springfield, Mass. He is the gentleman
who gave this investigation, and the world, “boondoggling”,
a subject taught in his branch of the recreational schools.
There are 150 relief workers engaged in boondoggling in
his school in various craft activities. [Applause.]

BOCIAL JUSTICE

President Roosevelt’s program of social justice for all in-
stead of any special or privileged group in this Nation can
only be realized by the application of plain, homely, common
sense and rational reasoning. Any other course would be
the essence of invincible ignorance in a crisis such as we are
passing through. It was my proud privilege to have been
elected on a platform pledged to the New Deal last Novem-
ber. After serving in the House of Representatives for the
past 5 months, I am firmly convinced that no other nation
at its very best was ever as good as the United States of
America at its worst, With 153 years of tremendous growth
to its credit, the Nation in 1929 was sliding down a financial
hole with no sign of a bottom in sight. So that by March
4, 1933, all that was left of the gears of the Hoover Re-
publican machine were stripped completely and threw our
American economic structure out of balance. The first step
under the New Deal was to replace the wornout gears with
new ones in this human mechanism, which now are meshing
properly and grinding slowly but surely toward recovery of
normal economic balance,
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For the past 5 months all I heard from the Republican
minority is the stereotyped squawk, “Where are you going to
get the money?” and “When are you going to balance the
Budget?” Well, my answer to that is where economy is
established at the expense or sacrifice of essential expendi-
ture to eliminate misery, suffering, and starvation among 333
percent of our population, then I say it is parsimony and not
economy. When our Republican critics pretend to worry
about the billions of dollars spent, and to be spent, to relieve
human suffering, why did not they think of that back in the
days of Harding, Coolidge, and Hoover? Did they leave a
balanced Budget to the New Deal in 1933? They did not.
Did they provide or set up any concrete plan to give relief
to the 15,000,000 unemployed in the Hoover administration?
No; they did not. Did they try to promote better trading
relations with friendly foreign nations, so that a market
could be maintained for our surplus commodities? No; they
did not; but they did the best they could to close those foreign
markets by the enactment of the Hawley-Smoot Tariff Act.

The New Deal is refreshing in that it spelled the departure
from the past reactionary and orthodox mechanics of our
American system of economics, in keeping pace with the
times, and in quest of real social justice for all our citizens.
The sneers of an enemy are sometimes worth more than the
flattery of a friend. All the golden promises of future pros-
perity offered by the board of strategy of the Republican
Party could never sweeten the bitterness of the cup of fear
the millions of poverty-stricken citizens were compelled to
. drain under the Hoover debacle of 1929. Like the ostrich
that buries his head in the sand, they deceive themselves
with belief the public has forgotten the 12 years of Repub-
lican misrule. To hear their constant warnings to the ma-
jority side about “extravagant spending” one would think
this child of depression was ours. When, as a matter of
record, they petted and pampered it for over 12 years when
it was healthy, and then when it became afilicted with nervous
break-down they abandoned it on the doorstep of President
Roosevelt. Now, a fact is just like a birthmark; you may try
to cover it up, but you cannot rub it out.

A LEGACY OF CHAOS

As a matter of public record, the previous Republican ad-
ministration bequeathed the Democratic administration under
President Roosevelt in 1933 an unbalanced Budget amounting
to $3,068,000,000. Then, in answer to the constant partisan
clamor about “broken platform pledges” by the Democratic
administration, let me state that from the day in June 1932
when the Democratic platform was adopted in Chicago up
to March 4, 1933, the whole economic structure was in a badly
shattered condition under the then existing Republican
regime. So that when Franklin D. Roosevelt took his oath
of office as President of the United States on that date he
faced the greatest economic collapse in our history as a prob-
lem to solve. What a solemn and grave situation left him to
face by these present-day critics. Banking institutions clos-
ing in every city and town in every State in the Union. Busi-
ness paralyzed all over the country. Bankrupicies galore
were common headlines in the daily papers. Fifty million
people facing starvation, poverty, and stark misery. Rail-
roads throughout the Nation crippled financially.

That was the picture of our great Nation when Hoover, the
great engineer, handed the reins over to our real, peerless
leader, Franklin D. Roosevelt, in 1933. In such an emergency
what did he do? He appealed to Divine Providence to guide
him to sclve the human problems. He rose far above any
party platform pledges. Ten months had passed since they
were approved and when the crisis arrived. Exiraordinary
and heroic measures and action were necessary, imperative,
and mandatory in the premises. All previous policy to save
the Nation from complete collapse had failed under the
Hoover Republican regime. And, just like the master surgeon
resorting to the last extreme, President Roosevelt performed
a major operation on a very sick body politic to save her life
by issuing his famous proclamation declaring a bank holiday,
closing all financial institutions throughout the country,
thereby saving what was left of deposits. Yet in the face of
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that masterpiece in leadership these partisan critics inject
the fiction about “broken party platform pledges” not only in
the spoken but in the written word. In the words of Don
Louis Gougoud:

O Hand! How much white vellum thou hast written; thou wilt
make famous the vellum, but thou, thyself wilt remain the bare
top of a fagot of bones.

The Roosevelt theory of a real democratic form of govern-
ment of, by, and for the people, applied in a common-sense,
practical manner, actually means the distribution of the
wealth of the Nation in work and wages for the mass through
healthy cooperation and coordination of industry and its
related business with labor. It is the only practical solution
of the appalling social crime of unemployment. As a matter
of fact, it is a fundamental principle of our American system
of government and the very essence of any remedy to give
relief in this crisis. The mechanics of our economic struc-
ture must be revamped to give a proper balance to all the
human elements that enter into the life of our great Nation.
The substitution of common sense for all the unbridled criti-
cism wandering around in a vacuum would help materially to
steer our national ship of state out of troubled into calm
waters. It seems, however, that not only must our great
President submit himself as a target of unjust criticism, but
a mud-slinging spree as well, in a pitiful exhibition to pillory
him because of his pledge to keep the faith with the “for-
gotten man.”

No, partisan critie, it was your own great engineer, Herbert
Hoover, and his Republican administration from 1928 to
1933 that broke the faith with the American people to
“abolish poverty forever and his philanthropic gifts of two
chickens in every pot and two cars to every garage.”

COMMON SENSE VERSUS RIDICULE

Mr. Chairman, on March 4, 1933, the dawn of a new day in
a new era appeared in our American history. The forces
of light and reason assumed control of the Government of
these United States of America, under the peerless leadership
of Hon. Franklin Delano Roosevelt. Simplicity, directness,
and sanity were the ingredients of the serum employed in
his preparation to vaccinate the then existing impoverished
blood of the American people against panic.

_ Andre Maurois said:

Panic Is the result of blind imitation of others. It comes when
the critical sense fails, and it is vanquished when logic, displacing
imitation, returns to govern the human conduct or action of men.

The radiating, refreshing, and stimulating vitality of Presi-
dent Roosevelt’s magnetic leadership immediately aroused
the dormant energy of the dazed, weakened, human forces
throughout the country and mobilized our vast natural
sources of wealth into a galvanic battery of vibrant human
activities which electrified the Nation from end to end. His
prompt and progressive action in seizing direct control and
command of our senile and tottering financial institutions
immediately was a masterpiece in leadership as well as
statesmanship that has no equal in history.

It was an outstanding constructive public achievement in
the form of public service that stands without a parallel in
Government administration. It was a fearless display of
courage which spelled the doom of the black Pharaohs lead-
ing the forces of misery and distress in this country. Yet
they heap ridicule and satire on him today.

Warburton said:

Reason is the test of ridicule, not ridicule the test of the truth.

The Democratic administration of our National Govern-
ment under President Roosevelt’s humane policies has turned
America’s face definitely toward recovery. The shadows of
misery and distress are behind us forever. We have met our
enemies of reason and common sense in fair combat, with
logic as our ammunition—and they are ours. The budding
cycle of returning prosperity has arrived under President
Roosevelt's practical, homely, common-sense administration.

Permit me to state, Mr. Chairman, that the reactionary
critics of our New Deal in government, who thrived on spe-
cial privilege in the past Republican administration, who
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bartered and traded the economic birthrights of the 48
States in the Union, the right to regulate and control unfair
monopoly, are now spreading poisonous propaganda against
the New Deal in a most vicious, invidious campaign to re-
gain control of our Government. They do not understand
that our Government under the New Deal is the servant and
not the master of the people; that the New Deal recognizes
the fundamental principle that sovereignty still resides with
the people, not with special-privileged groups.
WILL OF THE PEOPLE

When that principle is flagrantly violated by any power-
ful element in the economic life of the Nation, through
striking crushing blows at other vital sections of that human
structure, then the instrument of the will of the people, the
Government, is vested with the police power to intervene
temporarily to regulate and control a vicious and dangerous
condition which threatens and affects the “peace and happi-
ness”, the “general welfare”, and “the blessings of liberty”
guaranteed the people under the Constitution.

Under such circumstances, temporary governmental regu-
lation and control, as well as protection, of the flow of the
blood stream of our national economic life is absolutely es-
sential to our well-being, not primarily in the interest of the
State but fundamentally in the interest of the people who
comprise the State.

As that great champion of human liberty, Abraham Lin-
coln, once said, “When an occasion is piled high with diffi-
culties, we must rise to the occasion.”

Well, that is exactly what our great President, Franklin
Delano Roosevelt, did in this crisis when he initiated his
humane, common-senseé program to bring our smitten Na-
tion back where she belongs on her feet again. He has led
the way to sunshine and happiness out of the chaos he found
the Nation in. Why should we not encourage instead of
ridiculing him to still greater effort for the less fortunate
among us? Let us give him all the support a thankful and
grateful Nation has always given to her tried and true pub-
lic officials. For President Roosevell has proven our claim
he is a peerless leader. The record is the proof.

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 8 minutes to the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Mapes].

Mr., MAPES. Mr. Chairman, I expect to vote for this bill,
although I hope to see it amended to provide for the alloca~
tion of the relief appropriation to the States according to
their need, the same to be administered by the States and
local communities on a nonpartisan basis, thereby taking the
Federal Government out of the business of administration of
relief funds.

The principal items in the bill, outside of the regular defi-
ciency appropriations, are the appropriations for social
security and relief. I supported the social security legisla~
tion, knowing that it would require an appropriation to put
it into effect, and I am in favor of making the necessary ap-
propriation for that purpose. Without it the social-security
law is of no force or effect and might just as well not have
been passed.

I shall vote also for the provision in the bill appropriating
$1,425,000,000 for relief. That it is the obligation of the Fed-
eral Government to provide funds to care for those who are
unemployed and in need so long as they remain in that con-
dition and the States and local communities are unable to
provide for them is a question not open for debate as far as
I am concerned. The fact that inefficiency, waste, boondog-
gling, and politics are prevalent in the administration of relief
funds is well known, but criticism of the administration of the
funds will not feed the hungry, and they must be provided for.
The States and local communities should contribute as much
as they can toward the support of their unemployed, and
everyone hopes that they will be able to carry the full burden
without any help from the Federal Government within the
not far distant future, but until that time comes the Federal
Government must help.

No matter what the percentage of local contribution may
be, I believe that it has been demonstrated to the satisfaction
of the great majority of the American people that the States

RECORD—HOUSE MAy 8

and local communities can administer the funds, whatever is
coniributed by the Federal Government as well as the amount
raised locally, more efficiently and economically and provide
for the needs of the people within their respective jurisdic-
tions more adequately and satisfactorily than the Federal
Government can do. They should be given that authority,
and I shall vote for an amendment to the bill to that effect.

As indicating the sentiment of the country on some of the
questions raised by this bill, I have had in mind calling atten-
tion to the poll of the American Institute of Public Opinion,
which was published in the newspapers a week ago last Sun-
day, April 26, to which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. THURS~
TON] has already referred.

It seems to be the prevailing sentiment of the country, as
indicated by this poll, that these relief funds should be
turned over to the States and the local communities, and
there are some facts brought out or emphasized by that poll
to which I should like to call special attention. I assume the
poll is a nonpartisan and disinterested one and was made
without any reference to partisanship,

The questions submitted to the public were;

First. In your opinion, does politics play a part in the
handling of relief in your locality?

Second. Should the responsibility of caring for all persons
on relief be returned now to the States and local govern-
ments?

The results of the poll show—I quote from the report as
printed in the newspapers—that—

Approximately 6 out of every 10 Americans on the average think
that politics influences the handling of Federal relief funds In their
localities. Nearly one-half the people receiving relief admit it. A
fair-sized majority of Democrats believe it. A huge majority of
Republicans are convinced of it.

Of the total number of replies received to the first question,
65 percent answered “yes”, 18 percent answered “no”, and 17
percent expressed no opinion. Divided as to parties, 55 per-
cent of the Democrats said that they believed politics played
a part in the handling of relief in their localities, 80 percent
of the Republicans so expressed themselves, and 77 percent
of the Socialists. Even of those on relief, 49 percent, or
nearly one-half, stated that in their opinion there is poli-
tics in the handling of Federal donations, 25 percent did not
think so, and 26 percent expressed no opinion.

In Michigan, 63 percent of those voting said “yes”, 10 per-
cent said “no”, and 27 percent expressed no opinion.

As to the second question, “Should the responsibility for
caring for all persons on relief be returned now to State and
local governments?” 55 percent of those voting said “yes”,
45 percent “no.” Classified as to party affiliations: Repub-
licans, 72 percent voted “yes”, 28 percent “no.” Democrats,
44 percent “yes”, 56 percent “no.”

In Michigan, 63 percent of all the votes, both Republican
and Democratic, gave it as their opinion that the responsi-
bility of caring for all persons on relief should be returned
now fo State and local governments, and 37 percent expressed
the opposite opinion.

That the relief program and other administration policies
during the last 3 years have gotten nowhere, as far as re-
lieving the unemployment situation is concerned, seems to be
conceded. As stated in the report of this poll of the American
Institute of Public Opinion: :

Nearly everybody knows that approximately 20,000,000 persons
were on relief in March 1933; that the Federal Government has

spent or loaned $16,000,000,000 for relief and recovery since then;
and that in March 1036 there were still 20,000,000 on relief,

That is not & partisan statement but a plain statement ot
fact.

The report continues:

The course of action which the voters favor, after watching 3
years of Federal aid to the needy, is to turn the responsibility for
relief over to the States and localities,

The vote in Michigan was 63 percent in favor as against

37 percent opposed.
Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
genfleman from Texas [Mr. MCFARLANE].
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Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to revise and extend my remarks and include certain data.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. McCFARLANE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to compliment
this committee on bringing in this bill $23,859,268.38 under
the Bureau of Budget estimates. Since this deficiency ap-
propriation bill carries appropriations for many of the de-
partments of government as well as funds for relief pur-
poses, I believe it appropriate to refer to the work of these
different departments of government and the legislative pro-
gram worked out under the leadership of our great President,
Hon. Franklin D. Roosevelt, and let the record show the re-
sults accomplished under this administration. I will also point
out as I go along just what this great record of service has
meant to the people of Texas and, particularly, of my district.

AGRICULTURE

This is the first national administration we have had in
many years that has really tried to do something for agri-
culture. Recognizing that buying power must be restored
before we can remedy unemployment, the agricultural-ad-
justment program was speedily worked out which has in-

Rental and benefit payments and profits on cotton options made in connection with the commodity
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creased the gross incomes of the farmers from $5,337,000,000
in 1932 to $8,110,000,000 in 1935, and their net income from
$1,473,000,000 in 1932 to $3,550,000,000 in 1935.

It will be interesting to compare the records of the last 3
years of the Old Deal with the first 3 years of the New
Deal as we go along. Time of comparison dates is March 1,
1930, to March 1, 1933, of the Old Deal and March 1, 1933,
to March 1, 1936, under the New Deal.

Cotton declined 61 percent to 5.9 cents per pound under
the Hoover administration and advanced 92 percent to 11.35
cents per pound under the Roosevelt administration. Wheat
declined 59 percent to 48 cents per bushel under Hoover and
advanced 111 percent to $1.015 per bushel under Roosevelt.
Corn declined 73 percent to 24 cents per bushel under Hoover
and advanced 152 percent to 68.87 cents per bushel under
Roosevelt.

PAYMENTS MADE UNDER A. A. A,

The rental and benefit payments and profits on cotton op-
tions made in connection with the commodity program from
the beginning of those programs under this administration
through February 29, 1936, for the Thirteenth Congressional
District and the State of Texas are as follows:

Fowam jrom the beginning of those programs through Feb. 29, 1938, for

the Thirteenth Congressional District of by counties
County Cotton | Froftsoncol | - Wheat Corn-hog Rice Peanuts Total

78, 661. 10 15, 413. 06 25, B04. 04 125,833. 86
323.439.03 90,914.13 48, 804. 03 - = 472,793.97
516, 834. 31 67, 735. 99 BTl - CaRBIBA 681, 303. 14
329, 824. 80 82, 217. 39 154, 996, 37 1,384.98 624,170. 43
6892, 030. 65 166, 97. 01 131,913. 24 9,352.12 1,074,870.11
280, R17. 66 60, 916, 89 IR A M i B % ) sl St ] o i TS T 465, 102. 40

642, 457. 76 124, 040. 45 TS IR Lt T ey 334
97,089, 45 26, 627,41 8, 485. 28 1,185.80 158, 610. 49
685, 586. 13 113,979. 49 U A, H ISR S S ] e I T ) = A e 827, 145. 56
Montaghe L T s AT e e i ST 270, 799. 04 ST L 6, 210. 42 544. 04
D RO T Ot Lo o e T vin s s B e SRR s TR e S 127, 637. 00 32,364.71 15, 450. 75 e e 183, 225. 92
Widhitat See M astias 420, 388. 73 35, 356, 28 38, 167. 64 516, 995, 85
Wilhipse o -l S n e o ey e e L 956, 104, 27 158, 255. 55 SATLOTI . RMTOR s e e e 1,127, 081. 55
ST e, B P e T ik ) B0 IS et A Sy 158, 343. 11 37, 263. 62 28, 121. 57 e 22,422 88 310, 684. 67
A R St ) S i 206, 367. 73 84, 019. 64 26, 163. 23 N A e e S s ol i 498, 364 65
District total 5,885, 381.46 | 1,129,625.39 735,611, 21 418,880 44 1o 40, 556, 20 8, 210, 060. 70
State total ... 110, 183, 659. 30 2!).212,705.92 14, 304, 637. 61 6,333, 144. 70 1,845,153, 11 356, 838. 37 | 153,325,139.10

RENTAL AND EBENEFIT PAYMENTS
The rental and benefit payments, profits on cotton options
and price-adjustment payments made in Texas, and farm
value of the Texas cotton crops, 1932-35, as shown by Depart-
ment of Agriculture records, is as follows:

Rental and benefit paymenis

1933 program._ $43, 441,910

Profits on cotton options 20, 300, 461

1934 program 34, 705, 914

1935 program . __ 32, 193, 262

1935 price-adjustment payments? 15, 130, 000

Total payments - 145, 771, 537

1Through Feb. 29, 1936. * Estimated.
1932 1933 1934 1935

Farm value of lint and seed_ _{$158, 343, 000 |$245, 466, 000 [$188, 286 000 | $200, 236, 000
Rental and benefit payments

and profits on options. _____|. . oo.._... 63,742,371 | 34,705, 014 47,323, 252

Farm value plus payments___| 158, 343, 000 | 309, 208, 371 | 222,991, 014 | 256, 550, 252

Percent increase in 1935 farm value plus payments over 1032 farm value, 62.0.
WICHITA GARDENS AND WICHITA VALLEY COLONY PROJECTS

I was the first to suggest to the citizens of Wichita Falls the
subsistence homestead project, which up to that time was
unknown to any of them. After considerable work we were
able to finally secure this project, which provides homes for
62 families and sufficient ground, outhouses, and so forth, to
supplement low incomes to assist these families in earning
their livelihood. The total estimated Government cost of the
Wichita Gardens is approximately $200,000.

I have been glad to assist in securing the approval of the
Wichita Valley Farms, which involves an acquisition of ap-
proximately 5,300 acres of farm land in Wichita County.
Options have been taken on 3,430 acres of land at a cost of
$123,381. This project is designed for the resettlement of 93
farm families on farm units averaging about 52 acres each.

The total estimated Government cost of the Wichita Valley
Farms is approximately $862,400.

The following loans, grants, and farm-debt adjustments
have been made by the Resettlement Administration for my

district:

TEXAS (THIRTEENTH DISTRICT)
Total loans by Resetilement Administration, as of May 1, 1936

Iél:gbar of
ers to | Amount of
County whom loans| approved Unpaid
have been m.s 0
made
Archer 15 $21.9% $1,685. 42
Baylor n 9,077.94 3, 496,
Clay. 133 41,348.48 11, 090. 20
Cocke 370 89, 933. 23 25, 248. 18
Denton. . 209 80, 882, 53 24, 550,13
Foard = -ironl: 55 11,233.17 3, B06. 95
Hardeman_ 130 25, 245. 25 B, 409. 42
Jack._ iR 61 30, 304. 30 12, 940. 96
Knox.___ 15 5, 235, 45 1, 566. 00
M 214 61, 573.88 2,422.24
Throekmorton_ _ 3 511. 20 212. 70
Wichita. [ 21,303. 73 B, 087. 07
Wilbarger. 67 82, 405.97 10, 942. 81
Wise__. 169 65, 668. 03 28, 923,08
Young. . 32 13,223. 41 B, 410,93
Total (thirteenth district)......___| 1,645 501, 220. 56 170, 772. 91
Total grants, as of May 1, 1936
Number of
farmers to
Amount of
County wj::!h].]ave grants made
ﬁ: made
Archer. 24 $1, 100. 00
Baylor, 24 902. 00
Clay_- 122 5,650, 00
Cooke. 156 8, 028, 50
Denton. 159 8 64140




Total grants, as of May 1, 1936—Continued

p=vadd

to

Amount of
Coun whom

ty grants have| grants made

been made
43 $2, 069. 00
rﬁmdeman_ 86 4, 21100
Jack... 52 3, 20L 00
Mot 22: a&’;&'g
Montague. s e
Wi Bl ime
ggu 166 7,263.00
Young.- 71 2, 656. 00
Total (thirteenth district) 1,212 58, 408. 90

Total farm debt edjustment cases, as of May 1, 1936

Total
Cases | Original Debt re- Number
County Dume | ‘ad- | indebt- | QLT | THIS | of acres
cones | Justed | edness affected
Avehar e oo and 4 3| 10,602 30| 8157 1,015
27 S R e 14 9 24, 056 2 327 31 1, ™86
[0 R ——— 59 54 | 147,220 15,824 866 13,008
Cooke z 13 4,70 200 50 808
Denton 46 16| 53,006 | 11,877 | 2,778 2,718
e A ML 2 1] 2,000 900 132
Har 8
Jack 6 4 7y el 149 240
Kt | &l | M| wm| ®m| T
s MR WO B 4 BN % (-
Wichita._- oo 1g 1] 3105 825 * 1,270
y PR e BT I et
o RIS R 7 15 74,374 | 3,325 | 1,678 2,350
b {1 B e L st 18 6 14,499 3,793 305 603
Total .| 28| 154| 304,345| 39,063 | 6,788 | 28107

LOANS MADE BY FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION

For the first time in the history of the Nation, under legis-
lation worked out by this administration, a complete system
of farm credit has been set up separate and apart from the
old commercial bank-credit system.

The Farm Credit Administration, through its different
agencies, has loaned $187,208,160 in the State of Texas from
May 1, 1933, to March 31, 1936. The Federal land bank and
the land-bank commissioner has made a total of 3,358 loans
in my district and a total of $8,134,700.

From January 1, 1933, through September 30, 1935, there
were 4,770 emergency crop and feed loans made in my dis-
trict, amounting to $376,710, and 3,469 drought loans totaling
$305,027.

FARM-MORTGAGE FORECLOSURES

This administration, through legislation enacted, has re-
financed about 750,000 farm mortgages, totaling $3,230,-
808,000, at a savings in interest rates over previous rates
charged of more than $50,000,000 as compared fo previous
interest rates charged for the same service,

The following table shows the number of foreclosures and
similar transactions per thousand farms during the last
several years:

Foreclosures on farm real estate—number per 1,000

1926-30 (average) 16.7
1931 18.7
1832 28.4
1933 38.8
1934 28.0

0

=)

1835. 1

While we see from the above table that we have mad
great progress under this administration in reducing the
number of foreclosures on farms and savings made the
farmer in lower interest rates, however, as compared to the
interest rates paid by industry there is still great room for
improvement in lowering the interest rate for the farmer,
small businessman, and consumer. Our big problem is redis-
tribution of buying power and continued high rates on the
fixed charges, interest, taxes, and so forth, will continue to
retard recovery.
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BOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE

During this administration there has been located in the
State of Texas 77 camps under the Soil Conservation Service
program. There has been expended in Texas under this
program to May 1, this year, $41,071,000; there has been
allotted to dependent relatives of enrollees in these camps
in Texas, the sum of $9,722,000; there has been 62,671
Texas boys enrolled in these camps together with 7,017
officers and necessary employees for operating said camps
in Texas. Under this soil-conservation program to January
1, 1936, there has been erected in Texas 7,000 bridges and
2,000 old bridges repaired and maintained; they have built
1,200 miles of telephone lines; over 3,000 truck trails have
been constructed and 27,000 erosion-check dams; about 5,000
terrace outlet structures have been built, about 4,600,000
forest trees set out. Timber standing on about 86,000 acres
of forest land has been thinned; rodent control over 101,000
acres of land and timber set out over 168,000 acres.

There were six of these soil-conservation camps located in
my district, as follows: Gainesville, Denton, Boyd, Jacks-
boro, Graham, and Bowie.

Thus we find from reviewing the above figures that under
this administration there has been expended in the thirteenth
district by the Government, on account of these C. C. C.
camps, approximately $3,200,958.

VETERANS' LEGISLATION

After a T-year battle this Congress finally passed a bill to
pay the World War veteran the balance due him on his ad-
justed-service certificate. This legislation passed the House
on January 24 by a vote of 325 to 61, and passed the Senate
on January 27 by a vote of 76 to 19. Thus nearly 18 years
after the close of the war, the veteran is finally paid the
balance granted him for service rendered his country.

In keeping with my campaign pledges, I gladly supported
and voted for the final passage of this measure. I have
always favored paying this debt through the issuance of
non-interest-bearing currency. However, since it seems we
could not secure enough votes in the Senate to pass such a
measure this session, there was nothing left to do but to give
the money changers their “pound of flesh” and pay same
through a bond issue which will cost the taxpayers an addi-
tional $2,000,000,000 in interest, because of their forcing the
issuance of interest-bearing bonds.

The payment of the soldier the balance due on his ad-
justed-service certificate will distribute about $83,000,000 in
Texas and about $4,323,733.13 in the Thirteenth Congres-
sional District, as follows:

Archer County, $143,110.16; Baylor, $109,623.21: Clay,
$214,946.01; Cooke, $356,681.81; Denton, $485,043.52; Foard,
$93,323.07; Hardeman, $214,753.90; Jack, $133,681.79; Knox,
$167,996.91; Montague, $283,131.71; Throckmorton, $77,-
628.84; Wilbarger, $363,228.47; Wise, $283,412.49; Wichita,
$1,099,719.65; Young, $297,451.51,

Two years ago I was bitterly opposed, as you know, by the
special interests in my candidacy for reelection to a second
term because I had dared fo actively support not only what
was fair and just for the soldier but because I had voted
for what was right for the plain people. During my entire
legislative career of 4 years in the Texas House of Repre-
sentatives, 4 years in the State senate, and 4 years as your
Representative in Congress, I have always actively fought
and voted for whaf would best protect the rights of the
greater number,

During this administration there has been enacted into
law or restored by Executive order practically all of the
rights taken from the soldier due to the enactment of the
so-called economy bill, which took from the soldier and others

many of their rights.
INDUSTRY

Between 1921, the low point of the post-war depression,
and 1929, when industrial activity was at its peak for the post-
war years, the number of people engaged in all industries
increased from 40,008,000 to 46,800,000; estimated national
income increased from $58,271,000,000 to $78,632,000,000,
and the value of manufacturing production increased from
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$43,653,283,000 to $69,960,910,000. The national income de-
creased from $78,576,000,000 in 1929 to $44,431,000,000 in
1933, and the value of manufacturing production decreased
from $69,960,910,000 in 1929 to $31,358,840,000 in 1933.

The export and import trade of the United States followed
the same general course, as shown in the table which follows:

Ezports and imports

Domestie Domestic

Yoar exports imports
1921 4, 378, 938, 000 2, 500, 148, 000
1925_. 4, 818, 722, 000 4, 226, 580, 000
1929, 5, 157, 083, 000 4, 399, 361, 000
1933 - 1, 647, 220, 000 1, 449, 559, 000

Total exports declined 56 percent under the Hoover ad-
ministration and advanced 33 percent under the Roosevelt
administration.

Under the Hoover administration business in general
dropped 64.2 percent of normal, while under the Roosevelt
administration general business went up to 94.1 percent of
the 1923-25 average. Listed stocks on the average declined
75 percent under the Hoover administration and advanced
134 percent under the Roosevelt administration. Listed
bonds on the average declined 22 percent under the Hoover
administration and advanced 22 percent under the Roose-
velt administration.

Wholesale prices declined 34 percent under the Hoover
administration and advanced 33 percent under the Roose-
velt administration. Automobile registrations declined 66
percent under the Hoover administration and advanced 326
percent under the Roosevelt administration; steel production
declined 70 percent under the Hoover administration and
advanced 257 percent under the Roosevelt administration.
Industrial production declined 44 percent under the Hoover
administration and advanced 51 percent under the Roose-
velt administration.

LABOR

Under the Hoover administration, weekly pay rolls de-
clined 53 percent to $188,355,000, while the weekly pay rolls
advanced 61 percent, to $302,373,000, under the Roosevelt ad-
ministration; on April 1, 1930, the records show 3,188,000
unemployed; on April 1, 1933, 13,178,000 unemployed, an in-
crease in unemployment of 313 percent, while under the
Roosevelt administration unemployment declined 36 percent,
from 13,178,000 to 9,177,000 on December 1, 1935, and Mr.
Green, of the American Federation of Labor, recently issued
a statement showing further declines have placed unemploy-
ment now at less than 9,000,000.

. Under the Hoover administration, families of millions of
unemployed wage earners were facing starvation, receiving
some aid from uncertain local charity and inadequate State
relief, while the Hoover administration was loaning billions
of dollars to the banks and railroads but did nothing for
the destitute. Under the Roosevelt administration, destitute
wage earners and their families are taken care of with Fed-
eral relief, the unemployed have been given work by the
P. W. A, W. P, A, and other work-relief programs set up
by this administration.

OUR CRITICS

Early this year the special-privileged crowd, headed up
by the miscalled American Liberty League, the Crusaders,
the United States Chamber of Commerce, the National
Manufacturers’ Association and their puppets, held one of
their famous banquets in the Mayflower Hotel in Washing-
ton at which, according to the press, there were seated
around the banquet tables men representing billions of dol-
lars of wealth. It was the most openly brazen gathering of
wealth ever assembled in Washington, to hear former Gov-
ernor Al Smith, who has turned spokesman for this pluto-
cratic crowd, caustically criticizing the Roosevelt administra-
tion. This same crowd was in Washington in March 1933,
begging for immediate action to save their business and the
country from revolution, which they knew in truth and in
fact was “just around the corner.” Now, we find them, as

soon as this administration has enacted legislation that has
brought the country well on the road to recovery, and they
are among the chief beneficiaries of this recovery program—
we find them back in town, bitterly condemning the admin-
istration that made possible the saving of their business and
the country from wrack and ruin.

BUSINESS IMPROVEMENT

Let us again look at the record and take a cross-section
of representative business concerns of the Nafion. Listed
here are 32 of the leading corporations of the country and
the status of their business in 1932 and 1935 compared:

Profit (+) and deficit (—)

1932 1935
Buﬂdlnsg lasterials:c i
. 5. Gypsum Co. 1, 500, 418 $4, (38, 808
Johns-Manville_.__. —2, 820,062 tz. 151, 570

hgmiu-'l‘eed Products.... —1, 600, 077 +250,978
Pitts Plate Glass — B0, 737 11, 398, 739
Owens-Tllinois Co___________.______.__.____._ +2, 007, 8% 4-'1-7, ﬁ 496
Mail-order houses:

Montgomery Ward —35, 686, 784 440, 161, 054
Bears, Roebuck —2,543, 651 | 415,020, 551
E.l du Poontde Nemours Co. ____._____.________ 426, 234, 779 | --A2, 085, 410
American Cyanamid Co__________________ '______ +349, 7,738,825
Monsanto Chemical Co... 41,012, 648 -4, 009, 872
Communieations: Western Union..__.___.______..____ —B42, 596 +5, 258, 078
Heavy machinery:
Fairbanks Morse_____.. —2, 547,281 +1, 465, 799
Briggs Manufseturing Co. oo ooooooo_ . —1, 708, 470 , 258, 045
Wmhin{gton Pump Co --| =1, 668,287 —05, 387
Mesta Machine Co.. +327,871 +3, 114, 527
Farm Implements:
International Harvester —7,582,870 | 419,618 238
J.1. Case Co —2,611,082 | 41,804,835
];lm & Co -5, 167, 104 -6, 105, 452
Textiles:
American Woolen Co._. 7,200,822 | 2,740, 508,
Ludlow Manufacturing Associates ... .. . —400, 632 1, 500, 045
A’:g].lsamems: Radio-Keith-Orpheam. . o oo —10, 695, 503 +665, 207
U. 8. Steel C tion. . -] —71,175, 705 +1, 084,017
Crucible Steel Co__.. -| 3,613,616 +1, 267,176
National Steel Co___o_ .. ocoiooo o . +1,662,920 | 411,134, 000
Jones & Laughlin Corporation. ...o-eeeemmeeeeaacas 7,910, 149 —398, 716
Other metals:
Anaconda Cog]pgﬂ' (8] Bt e i T et S —7,571, 046 | <411, 181,348
G t;;rr:erimn Smelting & Refining Co.—m-mmmvoovnn. —4,506,175 | 13, 768, 153
otors:
Chrysler Corporation. - - - oo —11,254,232 | 34,975, 000
oﬂsﬁanem] Motors Corporation +185,000 | 4167, 000, 000
Phillips Petroleum Co +775,766 | 413,421, 703
Sun OilCo._.om-v el ettt Aot L 4,198, 046 | 47,100, 299
Electrical supplies: Westinghouse Electrie. .._.._.__.__ —8, 615,398 | --11,983, 330

SOCIAL SECURITY

Under the Hoover administration nothing whatever was
done for the aged, the dependent children, maternal and
child welfare, the blind, vocational rehabilitation, or un-
employment compensation.

Under the Roosevelt administration a Committee on Eco-
nomic Security, composed of the leading economists of the
Nation, was appointed by the President to carefully study
this great problem. This board reported back to the Presi-
dent and he recommended to Congress the Social Security
Act, which was speedily enacted and became a law on August
14, 1935.

Under this social-security program the Federal Govern-
ment for the first time has recognized the justness of dealing
with these different questions from a national standpoint.
This seven-point program of legislation enacted, while not
claimed to be perfect and will no doubt need amendment
from time to time, still it is a beginning, and it grants more
real relief than any other legislation ever enacted by any
nation in the world. Under the Social Security Act the Fed-
eral Government has appropriated sufficient funds to match
State funds up to $15 per month for the aged and for the
blind and grants aid for dependent children on the basis
of $1 of Federal money for each $2 expended by the State,
but the Federal cost is not to exceed an amount equal to
$6 per month for the first child in the family and $4 per
month for each additional child. Proper provisions are made
for maternal and child welfare, for the extension of public-
health service as well as social rehabilitation. This act also
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provides a Federal old-age-benefit system for employed per-
sons to provide them with a definite income upon retirement.
This system of old-age benefits will be financed chiefly by
taxes upon both employer and employee; these taxes will be
levied in equal amounts upon both employer and employee
and will be collected by the Bureau of Internal Revenue.
The tax upon employers and employees affects both alike,
regardless of the number employed, and becomes effective
January 1, 1937, and is equal to 1 percent of the pay roll in
1937, and the tax gradually increases fo the amount equal to
3 percent of the pay roll in 1949. This tax is computed in
respect of all wages paid not in excess of $3,000.

The tax against employees is an income tax upon wages,
payable by them, and the rates, scope, and effective dates
of such tax are substantially the same as in the case of the
pay-roll taxes against employers described in the preceding
paragraph.

PENEION SCHEMES

The House Congressional Committee appointed to investi-
gate the different pension schemes and the mode and manner
these promoters work to filch nickels and dimes from the
unsuspecting aged of the Nation, have day after day in the
testimony given before their committee disclosed to what
extent these schemes have been organized purely for selfish
motives of those engaged, to enrich themselves at the ex-
pense of any who may confribute. This investigation has
clearly shown that most of the leaders of these pension
schemes have largely been controlled by either temporarily
reformed persons with criminal records or by persons who
have followed this form of racketeering and have preyed
upon the unsuspecting over a long period of time,

Since Dr. Townsend has endorsed the Downey plan tfo
provide pensions through the issuance of a $10,000,000,000
bond issue and has abandoned his so-called Townsend
plan, and has joined Gerald Smith in a share-the-wealth
movement with a slogan “anything to defeat Roosevelt”, this
so-called Townsend-Downey-Smith political pension coalition
is beginning to be better understood and the real purposes
of the organization and consolidations back of these schemes
is becoming better understood.

THE SPECIAL PRIVILEGE CROWD

The special privilege crowd throughout the years have
managed to drag a red herring across the trail to try to divert
the people’s attention from the real fundamental issues of
government onfto some kind of fantastic scheme, and
through such tactics continue their program of special
privilege unmolested.

This administration has refused to be thus sidetracked.
So far, of the many primary elections held in the different
States throughout the Nation, not one single Townsend
candidate, as such, for Congress has been nominated. Some-
how it seems that 92 percent of the workers of the Nation
seem to object to giving at least one-third of their earnings
to the 8 percent for them and their families to live in luxury
while those who work and earn this money live on beans.

I have always favored adequate old-age pensions, and
have so voted. I voted for a pension of $40 per month—see
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 6068, first session of the
Seventy-fourth Congress. I agree with the leading econo-
mists Nation-wide that the so-called Townsend plan is not
economically sound, and the leaders of this movement know
or could easily know that their bill, H. R. 7154, now pending
in Congress, to which they refer, would not provide more
than $40 per month through the 2-percent pyramided trans-
action sales tax, and the economists all agree that this con-
sumption tax would increase the price of the necessities of
life not less than 50 percent.

THE TOWNEBEND TAX FPLAN

The Townsend plan is not a pension plan at all. This
administration has already carefully worked out a pension
plan that is the law today. The Townsend plan is a tax plan
whereby every person in this country to start with will pay a
2-percent pyramided transaction sales tax on every transac-
tion made. This tax must be paid on all purchases and trans-

IBCﬂO‘nS made, including all necessities of life, and covers
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every separate transaction from the producer through the
merchant, jobber, wholesaler to the manufacturer, and back
through the same endless chain to the consumer.

This is what it would cost the 92 percent of the people of
the Nation to pay the 8 percent—10,000,000 aged eligibles—a
$200 pension per month at a cost of $24,000,000,000 per year.
The 1930 census shows we have a population of 122,775,046.
Therefore to pay a $200-per-month pension, we find, by
dividing $24,000,000,000 by 122,775,046, that it will require
each and every man, woman, and child in the United States
to pay an average of $195.40 per year in new taxes. This is
how this new sales-tax scheme would affect Texas and my
district It would require the citizens of Texas to pay, in
new additional taxes, $1,138,149,811, based on the 1930 census,
and would require the different counties in my district to
pay the following new additional taxes:

Archer County $1,892,253.60, Baylor County $1,444,477.20,
Clay County $2,722,093, Cooke County $4,716,174.40, Denton
County $6,413,418.80, Foard County $1,234,951, Hardeman
County $2,728,370.20, Jack County $1,767,588.40, Knox County
$2,121,307.20, Montague County $3,743,868.60, Throckmorton
County $1,026,436.20, Wichita County $14,540,886.40; Wilbar=
ger County $4,802,736.60, Wise County $3,737,381.20, and
Young County $3,933,011.20, making a total of new taxes for
the Thirteenth Congressional Disfrict amounting to the sum
of $56,829,954 annually,

I have always favored raising revenue based on ability to
pay rather than through sales taxes, which are always
shifted onto and must be paid principally by the poor.
The State of Texas is now operating with a tremendous
deficit, and daily I am receiving letters from my constituents
trying to secure relief under the home and farm loan au-
thorities to save their homes and farms from foreclosure.
Texas now has more than $150,000,000 in delinquent taxes:
I am unwilling to vote to saddle this additional annual tax
burden upon the overburdened taxpayers of my district.

FISCAL AFFAIRS

The interest-bearing public indebtedness on March 31,
1933, was $20,991,640,520, and on November 30, 1935, it had
increased to $28,482,013,190, an increase of $7,490,372,670.
While our bonded indebtedness has increased $7,490,372,670,
the records in the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, Fed-
eral Farm Mortgage Corporation, and Home Owners’ Loan
Corporation showed a fotal of $4,529,574,043 of guaranteed
liabilities, leaving a net increased bonded indebtedness under
this administration because of increased expenditures due to
the depression amounting to the sum of $2,960,798,627.

LOANS UNDER RECONSTRUCTION FINANCE CORPORATION

There has been loaned to the counties of the Thirteenth
Congressional District under legislation enacted by this ad-
ministration the following sums:

Archer County, $10,000; Baylor Counfy, $50,000; Clay
County, $58,285.78; Cooke County, $400,000; Denton County,
$130,000; Foard County, $18,000; Hardeman County, $18,-
062.38; Jack County, $50,000; Knox County, $52,500; Monta-
gue County, $16,000; Throckmorton County, $27,500; Wich-
ita County, $1,041,643.32; Wilbarger County, $84,505; and
Young County, $75,000, making a total of $2,032,096.48 for
the Thirteenth Congressional District.

Commercial failures increased enormously from 1929 to
1932, and they involved a total of $502,831,000. In 1934, how-
ever, the liability in commercial failures totaled $264,248,000.

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION

During the past three Republican administrations 11,144
banks failed in the United States. Six thousand and fifty-
four banks failed during the Hoover administration alone,
losing to their depositors $3,650,015,000.

The collapse of the bank structure of the Nation wrecked
thousands of businessmen and caused thousands to be in
want through no fault of their own. The first official act
of this administration was to close all remaining banks un-
{il they could open on a safe and sound basis under legisla-
tion speedily enacted by this administration. The different
amendments fo our banking laws have placed the banks on
a safe and sound basis and the enactment of the bank guar-
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anty law has assured adequate protection of the depositors’
money for the future.

There were but 57 bank failures in 1934 as compared to
179 from March 16 to December 31, 1933, and 449 bank
failures from January 1 to March 1, 1933. There have been
but five banks closed in Texas since the Federal Deposit In-
surance Corporation was created July 1, 1933, and under
this administration but one bank has closed in the Thir-
teenth District.

FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION

Under the Hoover administration, homes were foreclosed
throughout the Nation. Nothing was done to save the
equities of millions in their homes which were sold under
the auctioneer’s hammer., Millions of homes were going to
wrack and ruin because the owners were unable to finance
needed repairs. Under this administration, legislation
promptly enacted set up machinery that saved 995,531 homes
through the Home Owners’ Loan Corporation, which loaned
$3,005,000,000 to home owners, more than 90 percent of
whom have taken care of their payments on time. The

Federal Housing Administration was set up to take care of |

needed repairs and improvements on homes. Many millions
of dollars have thus been loaned to make needed improve-
ments. The Home Owners’ Loan Corporation has made
the following loans in the Thirteenth Congressional District
of Texas: Archer, $9,635; Baylor, $54,640; Clay, $41,898;
Cooke, $169,208; Denton, $302,368; Foard, $40,538; Harde-
man, $155,073; Jack, $2,122; EKnox, $27,559; Montague,
$48,684; Wichita, $1,556,223; Wilbarger, $193;192; Wise, $29,-
595; Young, $58,438; making a total of $2,689,173 loaned in
my district.

The Federal Housing Administration, according to the
latest information available, has transacted to May 1, 1936,
$781,197,015, $365,609,493 of which has been for moderni-
zation and repair and $260,772,061 home mortgages accepted
for insurance. It has transacted the following business in
the Thirteenth Congressional District of Texas.

Volume of Federal Housing Administration business in selected
counties, State of Tezas

A Mortgages accepted!
Modernization notes in- It

or insurance

sured through Apr-30, | - through Mar. 31,
County 20

Number Amount Number | Amount

39 $10,470.89 | ... |eeee...

39 B B2 45 $2, 500

18 LB [ o s

57 b U TR | ST

190 61,195.28 2 4,000

14 4,351.75 1 2,000

3 BT e e T i

50 19, G0L. 37 /] 2,000

9 852, 1 3,250

61 230 e

38 T,429.18 | ...} i

730 226, 727. 4 36 105, 455

124 4,725.75 10 16, 544

11 6, 883. 00 1 2,400

101 31,151.23 2 8, 500

1, 504 473,317.33 56 147, 049

33,820 | 11,108,322.16 2,353 | 8,591,815

i Based on reports received in Washington as of Mar. 31, 1086,

ELECTRIC POWER PROGRAM

Under the Hoover administration, power production de-
clined 9 percent from 7.87 billion kilowatt-hours to 7.14 bil-
lion kilowatt-hours, while under this administration, power
production increased 19 percent from 7.14 billion kilowatt-
hours to 8.50 billion kilowatt-hours, yet the Power Trust
crowd and their lobby have done everything possible through
their campaign of propaganda over the radio and through
the press, magazines, and so forth, to mislead the people into
believing that the legislation enacted under this adminis-
tration has destroyed the private utility business. As a
matiter of fact the erforced regulations under the Wheeler-
Rayburn Act, the Securities Exchange Act and other legis-
lation has caused the 19 percent advance in the sale of
power production during this administration. Practically
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all stocks of the Power Trust are hitting new highs daily
and yet we find the Power Trust continues their program of
bitterly opposing this administration in every way possible.

Bulletin No. 175, recently published by Judson King, di-
rector of the National Popular Government League, contains
this statement, signed by 110 Members of the present Senate
and House of Representatives:

THE UTILITY ISSUE IN 1936

Four years ago many Members of Congress in both House and
Senate, without regard to party affillations, warned the American
people that the utility and banking interests were quietly working
to control the nomination and election of candidates for the
Presidency and the Congress.

Since a like effort is now being made, we repeat that warning
and call special attention to two methods, among others, intensi-
fled in use since that time, to thwart public control of the utility
“empires.”

;fp'rhese corporations, and especially the holding companies,
have redoubled their “back home" lobby and political activities,
not only to dominate local governments, but also as a means of
increasing their influence in national affairs. They seek to manip-
ulate the nominating and election machinery without regard to
party and usually employ concealed methods.

Second. They are brazenly utilizing the very machinery of the
courts—legal procedures set up to insure exact justice among
men—as instruments in their private warfare to postpone and
frustrate either effective regulation or public ownership, under-
taken in response to public demand, for low rates.

We refer not to legitimate suits testing valid legal questions, but
to the endless number of abortive injunctions instigated for the
sole purpose of delaying execution of the public will, after that
will has been formally expressed through the processes of con-
stitutional government, and often after contests have been decided
against them in the highest courts. :

These suits, seldom brought with hope of success, are paid for
by consumers and charged to operating expenses. They drain
public treasuries, exhaust. public patience, and paralyze the ma-
chinery of Government. We submit that the multitude of suits
of this character now pending against cities and towns, public-
utility commissions, rural power districts, States, and Federal
Government constitute a national scandal,

The power war is bY no. means ended. The efforts of pl’i\?’aw
corporations to minimize its importance and deflect public atten-
tion must not prevail. It must be carried forward in this election,
and all elections, until the American people are masters in their
own house, and until they shall be freed from exorbitant and
unjust charges, and until electricity shall be supplied to every
urban and farm home in America, at rates the pecple can afford
to pay.

We have a fair example of the Power Trust injunction
suit tactics in the suits filed to stop the construction of a
municipal light plant at Electra, Tex., which was approved
by the vote of the people by more than 7 to 1, and injunction
suits filed by the different power trust companies operating
in Texas enjoining the construction of the Colorado and
Brazos River power and flood control projects. There is
already ample evidence available showing how the power
trust has been able to secure control of the sale of power
from the Colorado and Brazos River projects if and when
constructed.

It will be remembered that at the request of the Wichita
Falls City Council, and many citizens of Wichita Falls, last
fall at my own expense I came to Washington and secured
the approval of a loan and grant for the city of Wichita
Falls for $1,750,000 for the purpose of constructing a mu-
nicipal light plant. The citizens throughout the Thirteenth
District have been furnished with ample proof showing how
the Power Trust crowd was able to thwart the will of the
people and thus keep the citizens of Wichita Falls from
enjoying lower light rates.

There is no reason under the sun why any community
should be forced to pay from 2 to 10 times as much as it
costs to produce electricity. So long as the people sit idly
by and allow the utility crowd to control and dominate their
city councils and other public officials, then just so long
will the citizens be forced to continue to pay these unreason-
able high utility rates.

No administration has tried harder to enact just legisla-
tion so as to place within the grasp of the local communities
the power to force down utility rates than has this admin-
istration. The battle this administration has waged to bring
about this result has been carried on through the Federal
Power Commission, through the enactment of legislation
setting up the Tennessee Valley Authority, the Rural Elec-
trification Administration, the Electric Home and Farm
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Authority, the Public Works Administration, and appropria-
tions to carry on the big power projects scattered through-
out the Nation. This is the first administration that has
ever dared to do battle with the Power Trust to force lower
power rates. All those of this administration who have
supported the administration’s utility program should have
the earnest support of those who believe in honest fair
dealings between man and man.

As shown by the records of the Public Works Administra-
tion, the power program of this Administration has been
practically blocked through the many different injunction
suits filed and other dilatory tactics used by the Power Trust
to block this program set up by this administration for the
purpose of furnishing ample yardsticks throughout the Na-
tion to demonstrate what constitutes a fair price for the
services rendered.

PUBLIC BUILDINGS UNDER P. W. A.’

The Power Trust has graciously permitted this administra-
tion to lcan money fo construct public-school buildings,
dormitories, auditoriums, sewerage and water systems, and

school gymnasiums without filing injunction suits or forc--

ing same to be blocked through pressure on the governing
authorities. The Power Trust crowd have used their influence
to have any and all such buildings constructed, especially if
there was any possibility of that city filing an application
for a municipal light plant that might interfere with their
private monopolistic services which permit them to con-
tinue their excessive charges for electricity. The public-
works program has thus been tremendously successful
Nation-wide as it applies to the above-described buildings,
and there has been or will be constructed under this pro-
gram in the Thirteenth Congressional District in Texas
buildings totaling $10,721,750, as follows: Archer County,
$64,5045; Baylor County, $148,654; Clay County, $83,635;
Cooke County, $492,250; Denton County, $2,979,540; Foard
County, $46,272; Hardeman County, $41,654; Jack County,
$137,095; Knox County, $293,218; Montague County, $361,-
900; Throckmorton County, $47,272; Wilbarger County,
$294,222; Wichita County, $5,153,695; Wise County, $291,680;
and Young County, 286,118.

There has been or will be constructed in the State of
Texas under this program buildings amounting to the sum
of $255,630,740.

COMMUNICATIONS

The Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending
January 30, 1935, reported an increase in postal receipts of
$44,062,136.17 over the previous year, giving the Depart-
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1935, a net surplus
of $4,964,149.31.

ATR MAIL—¥FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC

The domestic air-mail system has been completely over-
hauled during this administration; rates reduced from 13
cents to 6 cents per ounce; a new air-mail net work of routes
has been established, increasing the air-mail mileage from
25,248 to 29,106 miles. The average rate of pay per mile
under the present contract is 30.4 cents, as compared to
42.65 cents per mile prior to the annulling of all contracts in
1934, and 54 cents per mile for 1933.

Real adjustments have been made in the foreign air-mail
system saving over $1,000,000 per year in the cost of this
service.

POST-OFFICE BUILDINGS

This administration has constructed 797 public buildings
badly needed throughout the Nation and out of this program
there has been constructed in the thirteenth district the
following post-office buildings: Vernon, $50,000; Graham,
$61,900; Nocona, $64,000; and Bowie, $53,500.

There has been an appropriation made for the immediate
construction of post-office building at Quanah to cost $80,000.

Funds have been allocated and one additional post-office
building will be constructed in the thirteenth district as soon
as the proper appropriation is made and site determined.

RELIEF ADMINISTRATION

All relief prior to this administration was cared for by
Btate, local, and private agencies. Because of the chaotic
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condition existing at the beginning of this administration,
the demand came in unison from throughout the Nation
that relief be administered by the Federal Government.
Because of the great emergency existing, first the Civil
Works Administration program was begun to put more
men to work. Last year this method was changed and the
Works Progress Administration established.

The total emergency relief expenditures covering State,
county, and local needs from July 1, 1933, to December 1,
1935, were $3,607,197,492, while expenditures for the Civil
Works Administration were $938,000,000. In January 1935,
there were 4,614,965 families on relief. This number was
decreased in November 1935, to 2,846,910 families,

The Works Progress Administration, set up May 6, 1935,
and designed to give three and one-half million people work,
had, on November 30, 1935, put 2,484,000 people to work.

ALIENS ILLEGALLY HERE SHOULD BE STRICKEN FROM RELIEF ROLLS

It was pointed out yesterday in debate the lack of pro-
vision in this legislation prohibiting aliens illegally in this
country from sharing in this relief money.

I do not know how you feel about it, but personally I
feel that aliens in this country illegally shoud not be allowed
to share in this money that comes from the American tax-
payers.

I feel, as pointed out yesterday, that something like 400,-
000 aliens on the relief roll being taken care of by the
American taxpayers under this program should be allowed
to wait until the Americans in this country are taken
care of.

Mr. CURLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McFARLANE. For a question.

Mr. CURLEY. Does the gentleman know that there is a
bill, introduced on January 29 in my name and referred to
the Committee on Appropriations, for that very purpose?

Mr. McFARLANE. I know that the Veterans of Foreign
‘Wars has tried to get the committee to do that, but up to
this time they have refused to do it. I trust when that
amendment is offered by the gentleman from New York it
will be agreed to. I would like to offer the amendment my-
self. I think many men on the floor of this House feel
keenly the need of such an amendment. I think we should
unanimously vote for it.

Mr. CURLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McFARLANE. Yes.

Mr. CURLEY. Does the gentleman know that in a recent
investigation in the city of New York, 30,000 aliens were
found to be on relief rolls in that city?

Mr. McFARLANE. I thank the gentleman for his contri-
bution.

Mr. DONDERO. But I understand that all points of
order are waived against the bill. How can such an amend-
ment be made germane at this time?

FUNDS FOR P. W. A. FROJECTS

Mr. McFARLANE. We will cross the creek when we
reach it. There was a point made last night in the caucus
on the proposition of earmarking some of this money for
P. W. A., and while it would not be exactly ethical to tell
what took place in the caucus, yet gentlemen have read in
the morning papers something of what took place.

A point of order was raised to an amendment which I
offered earmarking $250,000,000 of this money for worthy
P. W. A. projects that both Mr. Hopkins and Mr. Ickes admit
would come under this program if we could get the money to
put it through, and yet when I offered the amendment, the
identical amendment submitted by Mr. Berrer, the only
change being that I struck out $700,000,000 and made it
$250,000,000, the Chair sustained the point of order that my
amendment was not germane. If that is true, then the
caucus was not germane, and we who signed the petition to
call the caucus are completely out of order.

Mr. KNUTSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McFARLANE. Yes; for a question.

Mr. KNUTSON. I take it that it was a typical old-fash-
ioned Democratic caucus.
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- Mr. McFARLANE. Yes; just like the typical old-fash-
ioned Republican caucus.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McFARLANE. I yield for a question.

Mr. RICH. Much has been said during the past year about
spending this money for relief under Mr. Hopkins and that
we were not going to do it again this year, yet here comes a
bill just like the old one. Why did not the Democratic caucus
change it after you talked so much about doing so?

Mr. McFARLANE. The gentleman’s question answers it-
self. I called the attention of the Committee on Appropria-
tions, for instance, to 33 different projects pending in my
district, as above pointed out, and my district is not different
largely from others. They are worth-while projects that haye
been approved that are now waiting funds from this legisla-
tion for their construction.

The people of my district are greatly interested in seeing
that these projects are constructed. I know there is no finer
piece of work being done in anybody’s district anywhere than
has been done under P. W. A. in my district. It is true that
we have been slow in getting these projects started. It is
true it has taken State legislation practically throughout the
Nation. It has been slow all the way up and down the line
in getting started under P. W. A., but all of these difficulties
have been ironed out, these projects have been approved,
they have been raised to their present status where now we
are advised they are ready to immediately proceed with the
construction of these projects if they are allowed to have
funds under this legislation.

Mr. MAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McFARLANE. Yes.

Mr. MAY. I believe it is the view of the gentleman from
Texas, as it is my view, that if Mr. Ickes were allocated a
few of the millions of this appropriation it would go into
construction work that would stimulate the major industries
of the country and give employment generally over the
country to the people in industry as well as on the Govern-
ment rolls.

Mr, McFARLANE. I think we understand the matier
rather thoroughly, and that P. W. A. projects do not neces-
sarily conflict with W. P. A. projects, where the citizens of
a community want to put in about half the money that is
necessary to build these worth-while projects, that are badly
needed by them. It seems to me that we ought to allow
them to do that, and in that way we will employ almost as
many men under the P, W. A. program as you are employ-
ing under the W. P. A. program, with less money, when that
is taken into consideration.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McFARLANE. Yes.

Mr. DONDERO. I am sure there are many Members on
the floor who are in sympathy with the gentleman in respect
to what he says about aliens. I think we all recognize it is
a very difficult problem to handle, and what are we going to
do with it? If 4 percent of this money goes to aliens, that
would mean nearly $280,000,000, or enough money to build
the St. Lawrence seaway, which we are spending in that
behalf.

Mr. McFARLANE. In answer to the gentleman I would
say that the administrative cost of securing this informa-
tion and stopping payment of these funds to aliens would be
very little, because a few questions on the application blank
they sign would get the necessary information to eliminate
the aliens from the rolls. That is a matter of administra-
tion that could be easily worked out.

WORKS PROGRESS ADMINISTRATION

The Works Progress Administration has completed many
worth-while projects throughout the Nation. There has
been expended under this program in the Thirteenth Con-
gressional District, a total of $10,109,272.42 distributed as
follows:

Archer County, $295,594.65; Baylor County, $218,652.62;
Clay County, $379,941.42; Cooke County, $338,289.06; Denton
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County, $503,515.49; Foard County, $186,603.28; Hardeman,
$462,623.36; Jack County, $250,852.60; Knox County, $179,-
338.87; Montague County, $553,945.99; Throckmorton
County, $3,536,880.69; Wichita County, $1,206,400.05; Wil-
barger County, $647,872.67; Wise County, $533,376.10, and
Young County, $815,385.58.

SPECIAL PROGRAMS

* In addition to the program of direct-work relief the Gov-
ernment has sponsored other special programs for relief
from destitution as follows:

Transient program.

This division was set up to care for the destitute transient
population and has cared for more than 300,000 destitutes
in nonurban camps.

Self-helping cooperatives.

These organizations were the outgrowth of barter associa-
tions established by the unemployed themselves as a form
of production for use. Through this program 100,000 per-
sons were cared for.

NATIONAL YOUTH ADMINISTREATION

Under this program 933,189 pupils were cared for at a
cost of $48,866,067. Under this program there has been ex-
pended in the Thirteenth Congressional District in Texas
a total of $108,603 as follows:

Archer County, $503; Bayler County, $694; Clay County,
$914; Cooke County, $4,483; Denton County, $54,752; Foard
County, $2,102; Hardeman County, $2,766; Jack County,
$564; EKnox County, $981; Montague County, $2,050;
Throckmorton County, $968; Wichita County, $23,772; Wil-
barger County, $6,828; Wise County, $3,947; and Young
County, $3,339.

In conclusion let me point out that this bill carries an
appropriation of $2,364,229,712.53 principally to be expended
for work relief. I have briefly called to your attention some
of the many benefits brought about as a result of the legis-
lative program worked out under this administration. I
have gladly cooperated with the President and have voted
for the program in its entirety as above set out.

COMMITTEE WORK

I have been active in my different committee assignments
and have offered constructive suggestions whenever possible.
For example as a member of the Naval Aircraft Investigating
Committee, under permission of the President I inspected
all the income-tax returns of the corporations selling the
Navy equipment, and upon disclosures I made, I offered legis-
lation to abolish the right of corperations to file consolidated
income-tax returns (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, pp. 6280-84, 73d
Cong., 2d sess.). Senators Norris and BoraH used these facts
I had thus disclosed in debating this matter in the Senate
(see pp. 6409, 6466, 6559, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 73d Cong:,
2d sess.) and the right to file consolidated returns was elimi-
nated, thus saving the taxpayers about $300,000,000 a year
as the records show:

Corporate returns

1934 $321, 456, 000
1935 ___ 465, 370, 000
1036 (estimated) 615, 000, 000

In addition to this, I have been active working and trying
to not only stop some of the many leaks in our income-tax
laws, but have tried to limit the profits of the war-materials
manufacturers and to enact legislation that will keep them
from annually “raiding the Treasury.” I wish I had the time
to cover these different subjects. [Applause.]

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. McFarLaNE] has expired.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 8 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. CuLxin],

Mr. CULKIN. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to dis-
cuss this legislation, but it seems to me it is so fraught with
danger to the future of this Nation that I would be lacking
in my duty to my constituents if I did not address the House
at least briefly on the subject. d
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This bill is another fatal delegation of the public purse to
the Executive. Since these delegations began, and including
this measure, the Congress will have handed over to the
Executive $11,732,000,000. There is no parallel to this per-
formance since the birth of parliamentary government. The
present-day records of Italy or Germany show no such dele-
gation of power., I make the definite statement now—and it
is made without fear of successful, honest contradiction—
that at least $6,000,000,000 of that money has been wasted
and every cent of it has been colored with Democratic politics.
All of it is now a charge upon the people of the United States
and must be subsequently paid in taxes. Never have there
been such indecent raids on the Treasury.

For example, take the State of Mississippi. Our good friend
from that State [Mr. Doxey] presented a very full and com-
plete statement of what Mississippi had received since the
beginning of this administration. According to his figures,
Mississippi has received some $260,784,000. Mississippi has
paid in Federal taxes during that period approximately
$7,500,000. Much of that money was used for extraordinary,
boondoggling activities and is completely wasted both to the
Nation and, indeed, to that State. Yet Mississippi, accord-
ing to Mr. Doxey, is not safisfied, for, like Oliver Twist, “it
is asking for more.”

Mr,. CURLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, CULKIN. No. I am sorry; I cannot yield.

One phase of that Mississippi expenditure was discussed in
an article in Labor several weeks ago. Under the urge of
various chambers of commerce in the State of Mississippi,
certain vocational schools were constructed by the Govern-
ment. They were constructed as vocational schools, but they
were in truth textile factories, and were built as such. Upon
those so-called vocational schools, which represent a dis-
bursement of approximately $100,000, it was the definite in-
tention to use the money and credit of the Northern States.
or the States that are at least solvent with respect to the
Treasury, to create industries and then steal, bodily, from
the industrial States their going industries. That is not all.
They made a contract, if you please, with a penal or reform
institution in the State of Oklahoma, and they are going to
import as help the “ladies” from this penal institution, under
probation, into the State of Mississippi to compete with the
free labor of the industrial States.

This administration is a continuing threat to going in-
dustry. Here is an example:

Agents from the T. V. A. area have gone into my State
and have told industry there if they did not move down to
the T. V. A. area they would begin to manufacture at Muscle
Shoals the particular product made by them, It is such
delegations of power as are proposed here today that makes
such conditions possible. How long can this sort of thing
continue and the present industrial States, which are pay-
ing the shot, refain their self-respect as members of this
Union of States?

In this discussion attention has been called to the fact
that some States have paid only 1 or 2 percent of their own
relief. What a shameful situation that is! What a terrible
reflection upon those areas which have not enough civie
character and vitality to—at least in part—take care of
their own. Where is their vaunted manhood gone? Their
role is parasitic. They are without shame. They are intent
only upon raiding the Federal Treasury to which they con-
tribute nothing. They are heading the Federal Treasury
into bankruptcy, the country into inflation, while they them-
selves are losing the manhood and character which was once
the birthright of every American community.

How has this situation come sbout? Why have hereto-
fore splendid Americans whese communities were formerly
self-sustaining come fo be almost a complete charge upon
the Federal Treasury? I can tell you where, in my judg-
ment, the fault lies. The President, while ostensibly delegat-
ing this authority to Mr. Hopkins, is himself the man behind
the gun. The only one he listens to in this connection is
“Field Marshal” Farley, This genial gentleman, trained in
the Tammany school of politics, has no illusions about the
political value of jobs or the use of money in politics. Far-
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ley tells Hopkins where the money shall go. He tells Hop-
kins when the money shall go to a particular area. General
Farley is an astute politician. One of his principles is that
political parties, like armies, travel on their bellies. It is the
intention of Farley to let loose this $2,000,000,000 at election
time in an endeavor to buy the election. Farley is true to
his instinets when he does this, but it is a shameless thing,
especially when done in the name of suffering humanity. I
do not believe that this Republic can survive such procedure.
If this plan of debauchery is successful, it will leave a stain
on the heart and consciences of the American people which
would unfit them for future participation in free institu-
tions. My belief is that this procedure paves the way to
fascism, where there is no personal liberty and where thera
will be no legislative branch of government. Such will be
the fate of America if this procedure is successful. If Far-
ley can buy the election with money taken under fraudulent
getensesfmmtheﬁea.su:y,thismpublicisattheendot
rope.

No man in this House is concerned about the welfare of
unemployed more than I am. But to use their unhappy
condition to reelect the present occupant of the White House
is, to my mind, the depth of governmental depravity.

I listened carefully to the words of the distinguished and
able gentleman from Virginia, the acting chairman of this
committee. I have the greatest respect for him as a
Member of the House. I do not agree with him, however,
that this money is not to be used for political purposes.
The fact is, and I repeat it, that it is the intention of the
President and “Field Marshal” Farley to turn over this pres=
ent appropriation and the billion dollars that are yet in the
Treasury for political purposes, extracting only a modicum
for relief. It is to be turned over to “Field Marshal” Farley
?:Jlbeusedinthedoubtfulstatestocsmtheelecﬂcnthm

In conclusion, I wish to emphasize with all the earnestness
that I possess that these billions are not the President’s and
title to these funds does not go to the Democratic Party. It
is not a fund to be used to continue his party in power,
These moneys are a sacred trust. This vast sum and the
national credit on which it is based was created by the past
and present generation of toilers out of their blood and
sweat. Theoretically at least it is dedicated to the cause
of humanity. The situation calls for the best brains, the
largest experience, and the highest idealism possible. The
preservation of this Republic is more important than the
election of either a Republican or Democratic President, but
if politics are to dictate the disposal of this fund and chaos
ensueés, the blood is properly on the head of this Congress,
which in an hour fraught with evil destiny ignores and
basely surrenders to the Executive its manifest constitutional
pOWer, ;

Despite this threat against the life of the Republic I have
faith in the American people provided they can be aroused
to the dangers that confront the Nation. I hope and pray
that every real American—North, South, East, and West—
will participate actively in the November campaign and
drive these raw deal money changers out of the temple
of the Republic. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York [Mr. CuLkin] has expired.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr, Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to
the chairman of the committee [Mr, BucHANAN].

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr, Chairman, I wish it had been
such that I could have gone into this bill fully and dis-
cussed it from beginning to end. I have had to save
myself on this bill a little bit. As you have probably
heard, I was confined to the hospital for 6 weeks, under
orders of the doctor. When I was discharged I had to
commence hearings on this bill almost immediately. I con-
ducted them as rapidly and completely as possible, As a
result we have approximately 2,000 pages of hearings for
you to read in order to get a clear understanding of it.

I am under instructions from the doctors to work not
over & certain number of hours a day. I am frying to com-
ply with those instructions, but it is impossible.
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My colleague, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Woobp-
ruM], has been kind enough to volunteer to sit throughout
the hearings of the subcommittee, to assist in conducting
the examination, and to assist in conducting this bill
through the House. I appreciate it. He has done it in
an able manner and I desire to compliment him on if.

I shall now discuss for a few minutes some of the im-
portant items in the bill. He has already told you we
reduced the bill over $23,000,000.

You have heard a little discussion of the P. W. A. and
W.P. A. Iam going to show you now why we have brought
all this money to be expended by the Works Progress Ad-
ministration; and let me state to start with that I have noth-
ing in the world against P. W. A. I think a great deal of
the Administrator—the Secretary of the Interior. During
the first part of his administration I did not understand
him. After holding hearings last year and hearing him I
felt the Secretary of the Interior was in every respect an
honest man [applausel; and that is what we want in the
Government service.

Mr. Chairman, our purpose is to put the destitute unem-
ployed to work, to give them employment, to give them some-
thing by which they may earn a living for themselves and
those dependent on them. It is our purpose to put only
those to work who are in actual need, to feed the hungry,
and to clothe the naked. This bill, therefore, is centered
largely around the purpose of relieving distress.

My friend, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Taser], and
he is my friend, and he is a good economist, he makes a
good member of the Appropriations Committee, was out
interviewing reporters this morning, saying we had appro-
priated $11,000,000,000 in round figures for relief. He did
not tell that a large part of our relief outlay is loaned money.
Yes; we have appropriated a lot for relief and recovery.
I am proud of it, because it fed the hungry and clothed the
naked, saved farms, homes, railroads, banks, and so forth.
I am proud of it because it places our great President as the
greatest humanitarian in the world today. [Applause.]

Let us get down to the subject of the bill, however. I
want to give some data as of March 28, 1936. All told, on
that date, 3,763,334 were employed as the result of our
big appropriation last year. Works Progress employed
2,884,161; Civilian Conservation Corps, 433,770; Public Works
Administration, 77,464; all other Federal agencies, 367,939.

As for allotments of money by that date from that big
appropriation, Works Progress had been allotted $1,300,-
000,000; the Civilian Conservation Corps had been allotted
$526,500,000; Public Works Administration, $447,500,000; all
other Federal agencies, $896,000,000. Thus, Works Progress,
having been allotted 41 percent of all allotments made up
to that time, had employed 76 percent of all who were
employed. Civilian Conservation Corps, having been allotted
17 percent of all the allotments, had employed only 12
percent of all those employed. Public Works Administra-
tion had been allotted 14 percent of all allotments and
employed only 2 percent of those who were employed. All
other Federal agencies, having been allotted 28 percent of
all allotments, employed only 10 percent of those who were
employed. Just think of it! Works Progress allotted 41
percent and employed 76 percent of all those employed.

I listened with interest to my colleague the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. McFariane]l talking about the Public
Works Administration and giving them money. Let me
read you some figures: At the beginning of the fiscal year
1936—that is this year—P. W. A. had unexpended balances
of about $450,000,000. When we passed the big appropria-
tion of $4,880,000,000, Public Works received an additional
allotment of $450,000,000, making a total of $900,000,000. It
is estimated that when the end of this fiscal year comes only
$150,000,000 will have been paid out, leaving for actual ex-
penditure by P. W. A. in the next fiscal year $750,000,000,
In addition to that this bill and other bills passed by this
Congress carried $400,000,000 for heavy industry construc-
tion. These two sums, $400,000,000 and $750,000,000, gives
to the heavy industry construction of the United States
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$1,150,000,000 for expenditure next year; yet we hear com-
plaints about not being fair to heavy industry.

Mr. MAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCHANAN. 1 yield.

Mr. MAY. Can the chairman tell us how much money
remains available to the Secretary of the Interior as Ad-
ministrator of the Public Works Administration?

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is now estimated that $750,000,000 will
remain unexpended on July 1 next.

Mr. MAY. That is from previous appropriations?

Mr. BUCHANAN. From the previous appropriation.

Mr. MAY. Does he get anything at all under the pend-
ing bill?

Mr. BUCHANAN. No.

Mr. MAY. I think $750,000,000 is a pretty good allowance.

Mr, BUCHANAN. Not only that, he is authorized by law
to sell the securities he takes from the cities and this con-
stitutes a revolving fund with which he can operate.

Mr. MAY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield fur-
ther, I note that the bill, on page 21, appropriates for the
Works Progress Administration $1,425,000,000; that it allo-
cates these funds, in a way, to different things and at the
end contains the proviso that 15 percent of these allocations
may be transferred from time to time to other classes.
Under this provision would the Works Progress Administra-
tor be allowed or authorized to transfer funds from his work
to the Ickes outfit?

Mr. BUCHANAN. He would not be.

Mr. MAY. He would be confined to transferring from one
of his own activities to another of his own activities?

Mr. BUCHANAN. We went into that question very care-
fully, drew the bill very carefully, and had a consultation
with the Comptroller General’s office. This I did myself;
and I can assure this House, I want the Members to under-
stand it, because they must not be mislead, that every bit
of this money must be spent under the guidance and direc-
tion of the Works Progress Administrator.

He may adopt a project from the P. W. A. as his own
project and put men to work on it. He may adopt a project
of Tugwell’s and put men to work on it, but not a cent of
money may be transferred to either one.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCHANAN. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama.

Mr. BANKHEAD. The sum of $750,000,000 for the Pub-
lic Works Administration is still available to its credit. Is
it the contention that all of that money has been pledged
or allocated?

Mr. BUCHANAN. All of it has been allocated because
the President has taken all the unobligated money and the
balances of other appropriations in order to give W. P. A.
enough to continue giving work to the unemployed the
balance of the present fiscal year.

Mr. BANKHEAD. So that the P. W. A. has no fund still
available for other projects?

Mr. BUCHANAN. No. The only other funds involved
may be in the sale of some securities. A

Mr. BANKHEAD. But under the proposal that has been
made it is expected that funds of the Reconstruction Fi-
nance Corporation may be available for public-works
projects?

Mr. BUCHANAN. Certainly, if the Congress and the
President adopt that as a policy. In my judgment, and it
is a deliberate judgment, and a judgment formed from a
full investigation of the facts, that in view of the recovery
that has taken place in the country the time must soon come
when we must stop lending so much money and spending so
much money. [Applause.] That is where I am going to
stand from this Congress on, and that is where I have stood
during the present Congress.

Mr. KVALE. Will the g‘entleman yield?

Mr. BUCHANAN. I yield to the gentleman from Minne-
sota.

Mr. KEVALE. I want to commend the Chairman of the
Appropriations Committee for giving of his energy that he
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should spare, but I want to ask just one question in all serious-
ness.

I have in mind certain projects throughout the Middle
West that have been held up, delayed, retarded, withheld be-
cause an administrative ruling was made that they had to be
completed within the present fiscal year before they could
be approved.

Has the Committee on Appropriations in its further grant
of funds given any consideration to such administrative limi-
tations upon funds or projects? I should like to have a little
statement in the Recorp from the chairman of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations upon that particular point because it
is of great interest to myself and to the pecple I represent.

Mr. BUCHANAN. The committee gave no consideration
to administrative provisions, restrictions, or rules governing
the expenditure of this money. We felt that was an execu-
tive function and could be better dealt with and that the
rules and regulations could be better prescribed by those
who had charge of the spending of the money and knew
more of the details of the projects than we did.

Mr. KVALE. Just one further question: Does the gen-
tleman think that the administrative branch of the Gov-
ernment should be given full authority to withhold approval
of projects simply because they cannot be completed within
the particular fiscal year the plan contemplates?

Mr. BUCHANAN. I think so, and I will tell the gentle-
man why. I do not personally endorse the administration’s
expending emergency funds for projects that may take 10
years to finish or 5 years to finish, and which might involve
the expenditure of hundreds of millions of dollars.

Mr. KVALE. The projects I had in mind would be com-
pleted at the most in 2 years but could not have been
completed within the present fiscal year.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Oh, I do not think it should cover any
project that may take 18 or 20 months to finish.

Mr. MAY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCHANAN. I yield to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky.

Mr. MAY. I am interested in one other matter, and the
chairman of the Appropriations Committee has been very
liberal in giving information. The gentleman will remember
that at the beginning of this session a question arose in con-
nection with another appropriation bill with regard to cer-
tain projects that had been authorized without the consent
of the Congress. These projects were suspended by the
Appropriations Committee, and will remain in suspension
unless authorized in the future by the Congress. Is there
anything in this legislation that prohibits or prevents the
selection of new projects not authorized or contemplated by
the Congress, either by the President or the Works Progress
Administrator or the Public Works Administration?

Mr. BUCHANAN. There is nothing except as appears on
the face of the bill where the projects have been enumerated.

Mr. MAVERICK. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCHANAN. I yield to the gentleman from Texas,

Mr. MAVERICK. No provision was made in the original
bill last year covering confirmation by the Senate of the
State administrators. In the bill brought in this year I
notice there is provision for confirmation by the Senate. Of
course, that was in the bill last year when it came back from
conference, but I am talking about the original bill. If we
delegate to the Senate the confirmation of these officials, is
it not turning over a power to them and making more or less
a doormat of us?

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes; but that was in the bill last year
and we carried it forward in this bill. There was a serious
controversy over that matter, and we did not want to have
this held up in conference this year.

Mr. MAVERICK. We are delegating a power to the Senate
which we are not required to do legally?

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman is correct.

Mr. MAVERICK. I think it is a bad policy. We unneces-
sarily let the Senate have superior powers.

Mr. CROWE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCHANAN. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana.
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Mr. CROWE. What assurance have we of getting money
from the R. F. C. for P. W. A. projects? They are pretty
hard to get money out of. What assurance will there be?

Mr. BUCHANAN. I agree with the gentleman they are
very hard to get money out of, and I further contend that
they ought to be hard to get money out of. The country is
recovering and will continue to recover. As it recovers, we
must stop these tremendous expenditures. That is what I
meant awhile ago when I said I was opposed to certain

Mr, CROWE. But some of these projects are good proj-
ects. What assurance have we that there will be help
coming from the R. F. C.?

Mr. BUCHANAN. There is no assurance the R. F. C.
will approve the projects. They are pretty hard to get
approval from, I will say to the gentleman.

Mr. Chairman, there is another question I want to discuss
before concluding. I direct attention to page 99 of the bill
to the section known as no. 7, which contains the following
language:

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, none of the estab-
lishments or agencies named in subsection (b) of this section,
shall after June 80, 1937, incur any obligations for administrative
expenses, except pursuant to an annual appropriation specifically
therefor by Congress.

[Applause.]

The section goes on to name 13 so-called independent
agencies, 13 agencies that have been granted a revolving
fund, 13 agencies about whose operation and handling of
public funds this Congress knows nothing. No regular
committee of the House is called upon to investigate them.
Of course, we could order a special investigation, but, God
knows, I am sick of special investigations. This provision
brings them within the jurisdiction of the Congress and
makes them come to Congress with regular estimates and
ask for the money necessary to administer their respective
corporations or organizations.

Mr. MAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes.

Mr. MAY. Are they likewise required to come under the
supervision and audit of the Comptroller General?

Mr. BUCHANAN. Some of them are.

Mr. MAY. Does not the gentleman think they should be?

Mr. BUCHANAN. When they come to the Congress to
get their money they will be.

Mr. MAY, Why not restrict them by some such method
now?

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman need not be uneasy
about that. When they come here for their appropriations,
if they are not under the Comptroller General, the Commit-
tee will put them under him, because we believe in that
system. We believe in every account being audited and we
insist upon them being honest. I do not charge that any
of them are dishonest, but I believe some of them are get-
ting too much salary; I believe some of them have too many
employees, and I do contend that they should be restricted
to a reasonable and efficient force. Therefore, I am going
to ask the Congress to adopt this section.

This is close to my heart because I believe it is essential
to good administration and this is the first step with respect
to their administrative expenses, including personnel and
administration. The second step is to make all the money
they receive payable into the Treasury and then if you want
to create a special fund, you can do so, but require them to
come to Congress for all appropriations, not only for operat-
ing expenses, but for their loans, if they are making loans, or
doing anything else. Let the representatives of the people
know what they are doing, because if we confinue in this
way we will have a government not by Congress, but a gov-
ernment by corporations, and God forbid we should ever
have that. [Applause.]

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent,
that all Members who have spoken or may hereaffer speak
on the bill may have permission to revise and extend their
own remarks in the RECORD,




1936

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of
the gentleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minufes to the
gentleman from Maine [Mr. BREWSTER].

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp and to include
therein quotations from various records. ]

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of
the gentleman from Maine?

There was no objection.

THE STATE OF MAINE

~ Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. Chairman, I rise primarily for the
purpose of defending the State of Maine, much as I should
like to indulge in a discussion of the philosophy of relief,
and to present to the committee the very persuasive reasons
why I believe we should adopt as a policy in extending relief
the principle enunciated in the Democratic national plat-
form of 4 years ago, the wisdom of which I have, through
the sad experiences of the past 3 years, come fully to per-
ceive. That platform declared for extension of aid by the
Federal Government to the States and through them to
be administered.

The State of Maine has been rather a football of politics
as the only State with an early election, and a great deal
of attention, therefore has been directed to its affairs. It
has also served as what was conceived to be a horrible
example of State administration, as a result of the indict-
ment of the administrator selected in the State of Maine
and of 15 of his more responsible associates. One has
already been convicted and the rest are still under indict-
ment, and an administrator has been appointed by Mr.
Hopkins, who is now carrying on in rather glittering con-
trast to the previous administration. It has been urged that
this establishes that Federal is far better than State ad-
ministration of these affairs. Considerable attention was
directed to this situation in the State of Maine in the
questioning of Mr. Harry Hopkins before the subcommittee
considering this resolution.

As one with executive experience in Maine, and a proper
pride in its traditions, I should wish it to be clear that the
administration which preceded the present one in Maine
of the P. E. R. A. and the E. R. A., was not a State admin-
istration.

NO MAN'S LAND

In the first place, it is a matter of controversy even in
the courts, as the Governor of Maine has testified before
the court where these men were indicted that they were
not State officials. Mr. Hopkins, meanwhile, has testified
before a committee of the House that they were not Fed-
eral officials and were not appointed by him., The result is
that they are left in a no man’s land, apparently, respon-
sible and accountable to no one. Hon. William R. Pattan-
gall, until recently chief justice of our State, has suggested
that the only mistake they made was in not taking all the
funds that were intrusted to their care instead of per-
mitting some of these funds to reach needy citizens of Maine.

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BREWSTER. For a question; yes.

Mr. MORAN. I just want to ask a question to make it
clear, so there will be no confusion in the minds of your
constituents and mine and all the people of Maine. The
charges the gentleman is now making are against the defunct
Maine Emergency Relief Administration, and not against the
Works Progress Administration?

Mr. BREWSTER. That is correct.

Mr. MORAN. And has the gentleman any criticism of the
management, honesty, or integrity of the present Works
Progress administrator, Albert Abrahamson, of Maine?

Mr. BREWSTER. I have not. It is being most admirably
carried on. The former E. R. A. administration in Maine,
however, was not selected by the executive authority of the
State, as in the State of Maine the Governor and the execu-
tive council possess the full executive power. There are only
two other States with similar machinery of administration.
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It has been stated by students of government that we have
eight governors in Maine, instead of one. The Executive
Council of Maine is entirely Republican and the Governor
is a Democrat.

Whatever may be thought about the controversy between
Mr. Hopkins and Governor Brann as to the responsibility
for the selection of the E. R. A. administrator, there is not
a suggestion anywhere that the Executive Council of Maine,
which was entirely Republican, was ever consulted or con-
sidered in any way. If the money had been turned over to
the State of Maine for administration, as proposed by the
minority, the Executive Council of the State of Maine would
necessarily have been consulted in the selection of the
E. R. A, administrator. In that event it is my firm convic-
tion, from 4 years of executive experience in Maine, that no
such wholesale indictment of an administration would have
been required.

I am a good enough Jeffersonian Democrat to want to re-
turn the responsibilities of our Government, in accordance
with our Democratic traditions, more nearly to the people.
The more quickly that is done the more quickly we shall
solve the problems with which we are faced. [Applause.]

The following excerpts from the record of the hearings
before the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations
will indicate the basis for this discussion:

INVESTIGATION OF CHARGES OF IRREGULARITIES IN EXPENDITURE OF
RELIEF MONEY IN THE STATE OF MAINE

Mr. Bacon. I want to refer now to a particular State: I under-
stand that you made an Investigation in a State as to the way
these funds were spent. I refer to the State of Maine. In July
the Governor of Maine announced in the papers that he had been
allocated $1,000,000. That was correct, because it appears that
on July 17, 1934, he got $638,400, and on September 4, 1934, he
got $429,779, or a total of over $1,000,000. Now, who appointed
the administrators of that F. E. R. A. money that was given to
the Governor of Maine?

Mr, Hopeins. I am not quite sure whether there was a board in
Maine appointed by the Governor.

The CuHammmaN. I think it was a board.

Mr. Hoprins. Yes, sir; but I am not quite sure.

Mr. Bacon. You did not appoint either the board or the admin-
istrator?

Mr. Horrins. No, sir; there was no Federal relief appointee in
the State of Maine.

Mr. BacoN. Then, whether it was a board or an administrator,
the appointment was made by the Governor.

Mr. HorrIns, Yes, sir.

Mr. Tavror. They were local people of that State?

Mr. Horxins. Yes, sir.

Mr. Bacon. What I am, getting at is the check-up you made as
to this money that is allotted to the States. In the case of the
State of Maine, the man who administered that money, John
McDonough, was indicted, and his assistant, Martin, was in-
dicted and is now serving time. You made an investigation of
that whole situation?

Mr. HoPrINs. Yes, sir.

Mr, BacoN. And you had a report.

Mr. Horrins. Charges were made of irregularities, and, accord-
ing to our regular practice, when irregularities are charged, we
made an investigation of the charges. Then, in the event there
are irregularities established in the expenditure of the funds, we
turn that information over to the local prosecuting officer. There
was no Federal man involved in it.

In view of the fact that Federal funds had been granted to all
States, we made an investigation wherever there were irregulari-
ties charged in the expenditure of rellef money. We took the
position that even though the funds legally became State funds
once they were granted to the Governor, we still had a respon-
sibility in seeing that the expenditures were made properly. We
have always felt that we should investigate all charges.

Mr. Bacon. That is what I wanted to bring out—that you do
carefully investigate charges of irregularities in the handling of
these funds.

Mr. Hopxins. Yes, sir.

Mr. Bacon. That is the only object of the questions I have asked
with regard to the State of Maine, because I was informed that you
made a very thorough investigation of those charges. I think it
would be useful to us if you could furnish a copy of the report
of that investigation as an example of how you check up on
fc.' E‘x.lr;f.: A. funds in the States where irregularities have been shown

exist,

Mr. HoprIns., That is a confidential document that was turned
over to the district attorney in the county where the irregulari-
ties took place. The indictments that resulted, or some of them,
are still subject to trial.

Mr. BacoN. In that case I do not want to press the inquiry.
When Mr. McDonough was removed you sent an acting adminis-
trator up there to take charge of the situation—Paul Edwards?

Mr. HoPKINS. No——

Mr, BacoN. How did he get there?
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Mr. Hopxins. He was given by the Governor a letter of ap-
pointment as acting administrator. Edwards was our field man
who audited the accounts. He was made acting administrator by
the Governor, not by me, because I would have no power to ap-
point an acting administrator.

Under W. P, A. these appointments are Federal appointments.
Mr. Abramson was appointed W. P. A. administrator in Maine.

Mr. BacoN. The reason I asked that question is that a number
of citizens of Maine wrote to Members of Congress from Maine
regarding the status of the Maine Coast Fisheries, Inc., who ap-
parently were receiving a large amount of Federal funds.

Mr, HopeinNs. That was part of our investigation in this case.

Mr. Bacon. Mr. Edwards wrote to Congressman Brewster, of
Maine, and said:

“The Maine Coast Fisheries, Inc., is an independent cooperative
and is not subject to the jurisdiction of this administration. In
the past it has received umnsecured loans from the Fishermen's
Relief Corporation, a charitable organization formerly maintained
by means of earmarked grants from the Federal Emergency Relief
Administration. I am unable to state at this time just how much is
owing the Fishermen's Relief Corporation from the Maine Coast
Fisheries, as neither of these corporations is subject to supervision
of the Federal or Maine Emergency Rellef Administrations.

“For detalls regarding the financial status of the Maine Coast
Fisheries I would have to refer you to the Governor or Rufus H.
Stone, executive director of the Maine Coast Fisheries.”

Mr, Horens. I think Mr, Edwards is partly in error since previous
to Edwards appointment, the former administrator, Mr. McDonough,
and his assistant, Mr. Salter, had been directors of these corpora-
tions and could control their policies since they could always refuse
to grant further funds to them. However, there has been no direct
legal control over the corporations by the relief administration,
although we have had access to their accounts and books.

Mr. BacoN. And you have access to the books of the Maine relief
administration, and in your investigation you investigated this,
among other situations?

Mr. Horrins, That was investigated thoroughly, and is part of
this same case.

Mr. Bacon. I brought this question up just to bring out the extent
of the investigation of the handling by the States of some of this
F. E. R. A. money.

Now, in connection with W. P. A., you have a closer control over
it, and it is all handled from your office; that is, from the lst of
December it is a Federal proposition entirely?

Mr. HorInNs., The W. P, A. has been a Federal enterprise from
the beginning, and each W. P. A. administrator is a Federal
appointee.

Mr. BacoN. So that from now on you will have complete con-
trol of these funds and the auditing of them, and you do not rely
on any State official?

Mr. Hopeins. The Treasury handles our accounts, and the Pro-
curement Division of the Treasury procures all our supplies.

Mr. Bacon. I brought this Maine question up in order to get
in my mind clearly the difference between F. E, R. A, and how it
worked, and the new set-up of the W. P. A.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Maine [Mr, Morax].

Mr. MORAN. Mr.Chairman and members of the Commit-
tee, my colleague from Maine [Mr. BREwsTER] has just called
to the attention of the House the charges of graft and incom-
petence which have been made publicly against the Maine
Emergency Relief Administration—known as the Maine
E. R. A—and which have resulted in several indictments,
with one conviction so far, and the other cases still o be
acted upon. In reply, let me say that I do not intend to
stultify myself, on the floor of the United States House of
Representatives or anywhere else, by condoning wrong-doing
by public officials. But, I do intend to draw a few distinc-
tions in order that the matier may be clarified.

First, let me point out that the criticism of my colleague
[Mr. BrewsTER] was directed to the Maine E. R. A.; he
frankly so stated when he courteously yielded to me a few
minutes ago in answer to my specific inquiry on that exact
point. The Maine E. R. A. no longer exists; his criticism
therefore is directed against an organization that is dead
and gone. This in no wise answers his criticisms against
that organization, but this is a fact which should be under-
stood. The real point is that his criticism lies against an
organization that formerly existed in the State of Maine,
and the persons indicted were not appointed by Mr. Harry
Hopkins.

Second, I call attention to the fact that the criticism of
my colleague [Mr. BREwsTER] was not directed against the
present Federal organization for administering relief in
Maine, namely, the Works Progress Administration. The
record will show that when my colleague kindly yielded to
me a few minutes ago, I propounded that precise inquiry,
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and he frankly replied that he had no criticism whatever to
offer against the present Works Progress Administration
organization in Maine, and no criticism concerning the
ability, integrity, honesty, efficiency, and management of
that organization by the present Maine State administrator,
Albert Abrahamson,

Third, the industry of my colleague [Mr, BrRewsTer] in
ascertaining the facts concerning the now defunct Maine
E. R. A. has doubtless caused him to ascertain another inter-
esting fact—the part played by Works Progress Adminis-
trator Harry Hopkins. I am confident that he is aware of
the uncontrovertible fact that when the alleged wrong-
doings were called to the attention of Administrator Hopkins,
that he took the position that although the Maine E. R. A.
was a State and not a Federal Government organization,
that Federal funds granted to that Stafe organization were
involved, and therefore required his attention. Mr. Hopkins
acted without fear or favor, energetically and promptly, and
the evidence now before the Maine courts was obtained and
presented to the Maine county attorneys having jurisdiction,
by agents of Mr, Hopkins, at his direction. In addition, he
forced the immediate removal of officials subsequently in-
dicted. Here is a specific case where Mr. Hopkins practiced
what he preaches; he is determined to have honest and
efficient administration of relief; he will move heaven and
earth to attain that ideal, and his action in the Maine
situation so demonstrates. His record in the Maine situa-
tion is clear and not criticized by anybody. It will be noted
that my colleague [Mr. BrewsTer] did not in any way
criticize Mr. Harry Hopkins. Personally, I have no patience
whatever with the current criticism of Harry Hopkins. He
is an able, honest, and conscientious individual and public
official; he assumed responsibility for a program that no
human being could possibly administer without some mis-
takes and much criticism, and has done a marvelous piece
of work. Our citizens on relief have every reason to be
thankful that relief is administered by a man of such great
ability and human sympathy and understanding as Harry
Hopkins. Harry Hopkins is the kind of a man sorely needed
in the public service of America.

Fourth. It is a source of real personal pleasure to me to
have my colleague [Mr. BRewsTer] freely grant that he has
no criticism to offer concerning the Maine Works Progress
administrator, Albert Abrahamson. Mr. Abrahamson has
performed a difficult task amazingly well. As one specific
instance of Mr. Abrahamson’s efficiency, he was given money
enough to put 9,000 persons to work, and he put 12,000 to
work with that same amount of money. No charge of in-
competence, no assertion of graft, no breath of scandal, has
touched his organization. Maine Republican newspapers
specifically except the Maine W. P. A, when they make
charges of boondoggling or inefficiencies against the New
Deal. I do not know anything about the W. P. A. in other
States, but I am informed concerning the W. P. A. in Maine.
On the basis of that information I make the flat statement
that no one in this House of Representatives, no one in the
United States Senate, no informed person of responsibility
in Maine has made, or can make, a single charge of incom-
petence, graft, or boondoggling against the Maine Works
Progress Administration under the splendid administration
of Albert Abrahamson.

Mr. CULKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MORAN. I am glad to yield to my distinguished
friend from New York.

Mr. CULKIN. One of the Works Progress projects for
Maine involves the disbursement of $7,000,000 for the elimi-
nation of mosquitoes. Are there mosquitoes in Maine?

Mr. MORAN. I will tell the gentleman there is no project
of $7,000,000 for mosquito elimination in Maine,

Mr. CULKIN. Is the gentleman sure of that?

Mr. MORAN. I am positive of that.

Mr. CULKIN. I understand there is.

Mr. MORAN, Let me state to the gentleman this fact,
which may have caused his misunderstanding. Due fo the
efficiency of our State W. P. A. administrator, he has pre-
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pared and sent to Washington projects presented by local
officials totaling over $125,000,000. Only $2,600,000 was
originally allocated to Maine, a sum later raised to $3,600,000.
The State administrator selected out of the total list of
projects the comparatively few which he could undertake
with the money allocated to Maine. Obviously, therefore,
with only $3,600,000 to spend on all projects all over Maine,
he has not selected and will not select any single $7,000,000
project.

Mr. KVALE. Is it not true that the mosquito season ends
concurrently with the end of the fiscal year in Maine?

Mr. MORAN. I am bragging, and justifiably so, about the
Maine Works Progress Administration, but I do not want to
brag about mosquitoes in Maine.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine
has expired.

Mr, WOODRUM. Mr, Chairman, I yield the gentleman 3
minutes more,

Mr. MORAN. I have studied carefully the Maine Works
Progress Administration and its projects; I spent my summer
doing it. Of course, I do not know about every project that
has been presented in Maine, but I do know about projects
in operation all over the State, and I do not know of a single
boondoggling project. I have repeatedly invited critics to
name a single project of that character in Maine, and the
invitation has not yet been accepted, which emphasizes the
fact that we have an honest and efficient Works Progress
Administration in Maine,

The objective of the Maine W. P. A. has been to render
relief, but not all the relief needed. After all, this relief
responsibility rests first on the local community, second on
the State, and last on the Federal Government. This is the
answer to the charge, based on misunderstanding, that the
W. P. A. is not providing jobs for everybody who needs a
job. Certainly it is not, and it should not; it is not the
responsibility of the Federal Government to carry the whole
load. To be specific, the Maine E. R. A. reported that there
were 22,000 persons on relief in Maine. The Federal Gov-
ernment has undertaken to provide jobs for about 20,000
of that 22,000; certainly & fair and generous share of the
burden for the Federal Government to assume. It is up
to the local communities and the State, and private business,
to do their share in shouldering this burden. With the im-
mense sums now spent by the Federal Government to carry
its share of the relief burden, which sums are severely
criticized, certainly no one could expect the Federal Gov-
ernment to do more than it is now doing at consequent in-
creased cost.

Our Republican friends offer the dole as an alternative.
Three years ago they opposed the dole. They criticize the
W. P. A. because it does not provide jobs for everybody who
needs a job, but inconsistently criticize the cost of the pres-
ent program, the cost of which would be immeasurably
increased if jobs were provided for everybody by the Fed-
eral Government. Instead of increasing the Federal relief
program we must retrench, but not at the expense of human
suffering. The Federal Government must continue financial
assistance as long as the local communities and States can-
not handle the problem; we cannot allow people to starve.
I know that Maine communities greatly need the W. P. A.
aid they are receiving. I do not know what they could do
without it. They could not meet their relief problem today
without the aid of the W. P. A, and they know it. Maine
communities should and do appreciate the Federal aid
extended by the W. P. A. and know that aid is rendered
honestly and efficiently.

Mr. BACON, Mr, Chairman, I yield myself 15 minutes.

Mr, Chairman, I want to pay a very sincere tribute to
the splendid work which the chairman of my committee,
Mr. BucHANAN, has done this year under great physical diffi-
culties. In the early part of the session, as we all know,
he was seriously sick. Therefore he has been under a
tremendous strain in the past 6 weeks, holding hearings on
this important bill. In spite of the strain he has always
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been courteous and fair, and I am very glad, indeed, to
serve under such a fine man as the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. BucHANAN].
ALTENS TLLEGALLY IN THE UNITED STATES

I want to discuss today some amendments that I will offer
to the bill when it is read under the 5-minufe rule. The
gentleman from Texas, Mr. BrantoN, and the genfleman
from Texas, Mr. McFarLANE, made reference in their talks
yesterday and today to the effect that I would offer an
amendment that would prevent aliens illegally here, who are
subject to deportation, from being benefited by Federsal
funds to the detriment of American citizens, and aliens who
are here legally. The amendment is germane., I will read
it for the information of the Committee:

On page 99, after the section ending on line 3, insert a new
section as follows:

“Sec. 7. No part of any appropriation contained in this act shall
be paid on account of any wage or salary to any allen within the
continental limits of the United States, who is not in possession
of valid evidence of legal admission to the United States.”

That amendment has the approval of many patriotic soci-
eties and veterans’ organizations.

At this point, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
1vz;clude in my remarks a letter from the Veterans of Foreign

ars.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

The letter referred to is as follows:

VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS,
Washington, D. C., May 7, 1936.

My Dear CoNGRESSMAN: Federal funds should in no event be
used to give Federal employment to aliens who are illegally in
this country.

If Federal funds are insufficient—as they have been—to furnish
employment to all unemployed residents, then such Federal em-
ployment as is available should preferably be furnished, (1) to
American citizens and to those aliens who are now legally on
their way to citizenship; and only after that (2) fo those legally
entered aliens who have failed to take out their first citizenship

pers.
pams limitation and preference as to Federal employment could
be assured by an amendment to the deficiency l?;.1.1‘01.-:.1-131;1011:; bill
now being considered in the House today, as fo

“No part of any appropriation contained in this act shall know-
ingly be paid on account of any wage or salary—

“(1) To any alien, within the continental limits of the United
States, who is not in possession of valid evidence of legal admis-
sion into the United States.

“(2) To any person, within the continental Iimits of the United
States, who is not & citizen of the United States, or who, prior to
the approval of this act by the President, does not possess a valid
declaration of intention to become a citizen, except when no gual-
ified person, as above defined, is available for any of the employ-
ment made possible under the provisions of this act.

“Provided, however, That this paragraph shall not become oper-
ative until 60 days after the approval of this act by the President.”

Such a limitation and classification would soon become self-
policing, self-enforcing. Local cititzens would see to that. There-
fore, to interpose the possible objection that such an amendment
would necessitate any extra administration expense is not valid.
Such a limitation would cause a saving to the Federal Government
directly and indirectly, and would automatically help in the en-
forcement of other Federal laws. Please refer to page 1217 of
hearings on deficiency appropriations.

We have bipartisan assurance that such an amendment will be
offered from the floor of the House. Can anyone guestion its de-
sirability and fairness? We earnestly hope that you will vote for
such a limitation clause on this and on all other Federal appro-
priation bills.

Respectfully yours,
Mmnrarp W. RIcE,
Legislative Representatlive.

Mr. BACON, My suggested amendment has the same gen-
eral purpose as that suggested by Mr, Rice. I am heartily in
favor of this proposal of the Veterans of Foreign Wars. I
am afraid, however, that it will be subject to a point of order.
I have, therefore, reworded it and changed the language, but
not the purpose, so that it will not be subject to a point of
order.

Mr. Chairman, I want to point out that this amendment
does not affect in anyway an American citizen. It does not
affect in anyway an alien who is here legally. It only affects
and applies to aliens who are here illegally and therefore
ineligible to citizenship.
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I also want to call your atlention to the fact that an alien
who has smuggled himself into the United States, under our
immigration laws, has committed a felony. I do not believe
we want to displace American citizens who cannot obtain
work relief, with aliens in this country who are here illegally
and who, under the terms of a Federal act, have committed
a felony by smuggling themselves into this country.

Mr. Hopkins has testified that if he is granted this $1,425,-
000,000, only a little over 2,000,000 people will be able to
receive work relief and relief under that appropriation.
There are many more than 2,000,000 out of work who are
in need of employment and who are destifute. This sum is
not sufficient to fake care of all the needy destitute. That
being the case, it seems to me that American citizens and
aliens who are here legally should have the first opportunity
as against those who are here illegally, One word as to the
alien who is here legally and who honestly is taking steps to
win citizenship and to become a part of our country—he is in
no way hurt by this amendment.

l;r.r. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. BACON. I wish to finish my statement first.

The alien of legal status in this country can easily produce
the necessary evidence in four different ways: First, showing
his declaration of intention to become a citizen. The minute
he takes out his first papers he must show legal entry. The
mere possession of his declaration of intention is proof posi-
tive that he is here legally; second, he can produce an iden-
tification card which has been issued fo all aliens since July 1,
1928, and which was given him when he applied for a visa
in his native country; third, he can produce a letter from the
Department of Labor, through the port of entry where he
arrived, and he can obtain this letter without it costing him
a cent; fourth, he can produce a certificate of registry, if he
has been registered under the act of March 2, 1929. Every
alien here legally has at least three of these documents with
him, and he can obtain any one of them without any expense
whatsoever.

The amendment has been worded so that it is negative
limitation. I am assured that it cannot possibly be subject
to a point of order.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield for a brief question?

Mr. BACON. For a brief question; yes.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Will not the amendment which the
gentleman intends to offer be tantamount to an alien regis-
tration act, as far as it applies to aliens on relief?

Mr. BACON. I do nof think so.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. They will have to give all of these
records.

Mr. BACON. An alien here legally carries at least two or
three of these documents with him. All he has to do is to
show them, and that is the end of it.

Mrs, O'DAY. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BACON. Gladly.

Mrs. O'DAY. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman realize
that prior to 1906, aliens came in sometimes at the rate of
5,000 a day, so I am told? At that time they did not have to
have passports so long as they had the necessary amount of
head tax, or whatever it was called, and did not have tra-
choma. Fulfilling these two conditions, they came in legally
and were registered; but their names were very difficult for
the clerks to write and they put down names that sounded
something like the true names. Those immigrants who have
gone back to find records of their legal entry have not been
able to find them.

Mr. BACON. Of course, those aliens who came in prior to
1921 have been taken care of by the so-called Registry Act
of March 2, 1929. All they have to do if they came in prior to
that date is to prove they are people of good moral character.
They do not have to prove legal entry. They can pay their
head tax and register, and then are eligible for American
citizenship. That was the purpose of that act. Now, if these
aliens cannot prove they are people of good moral character,
ie:itio not nt;lmk they ought to replace American citizens on the
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POLITICS AND RELIEF

Another amendment I propose to offer will attempt to
minimize and curtail the opportunities of using these relief
funds for political purposes. When Mr. Hopkins was asked
for information concerning politics in the administration of
the Works Progress Administration he assumed the general
attitude that he was not responsible for such circumstances
if they existed. He told us that he could not be responsible
for what some dumb politician may have done back in the
different States. He seemed to feel that he had done his part
when he had written to the local administrators informing
them that campaign contributions were not to be solicited
from employees on work-relief projects. He did not seem
to realize that, inasmuch as all officials of the W. P. A. are
Federal employees and not State or local employees, he was
directly responsible for their actions.

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr, Mares] referred to
the poll taken a little over a week ago, and he told us it
shows that 76 percent of the American people believe there
is politics in relief, that the relief money is being used for
political purposes. The former Governor of Pennsylvania,
Mr. Pinchot, wrote to the President, and I want to quote
from his letter.

Washington has put in charge of work relief in Pennsylvania
an utterly incompetent, political henchman of the notorious
spoilsman Guffey. Today men are chosen for work relief on the
basis of political advantage. W. P. A. in Pennsylvania, under
Guﬁeg; man, Jones, has been degraded into a Democratic pie
counter.

Mr. Pinchot summed up this situation by saying:

Such prostitution of relief to politics is a stench in the nostrils
of all decent people.

I do not think anybody will deny this last statement of
Governor Pinchot.

I have in front of me a lefter distributed from the Demo-
cratic campaign headquarters in Erie, Pa.:

DeAr Frienp: We understand that you are at present employed
under W. P. A, This employment we believe was only made pos-
sible through the Democratic Party. We are, therefore, asking
you to assist us with a financial contribution. Please call on Een
Thompson, treasurer of the finance committee, Commerce Buiid-
ing, not later than Wednesday of this week. Your cocperation in
the matter will be greatly appreciated.

Very truly yours,
DeMoceATIC FINANCE COMMITTEE.

I have another letter here from Indiana, Pa. This was
written to a woman who was working on relief and was ad-
dressed to her at the Community Center Building, Indiana,
Pa.—another one from Pennsylvania:

Dear Mapam: I am very much surprised that you have not re-
sponded to our previous letter requesting your contribution in
the amount of $28.08, to Indiana County democratic campaign
committee, as I was sure that you appreciated your position to
such an extent that you would make this contribution willingly
and promptly. I must, however, now advise you that unless your
contribution in the above amount is received promptly, it will be
necessary to place your name on the list of those who will not be
given consideration for any other appointment after the termi-
nation of the emergency relief work, which, as you know, will
terminate in the near future.

Please make your check payable to A. Lucile Baun, treasurer,
and mpagn the same to her at 402 Indiana Theater Building, Indi-
ana, Pa.

Yours very truly,
Harry W. FEE,
Chairman, Indiana County Democratic Committee.

Outstanding in the exposé are conditions in West Virginia.
Out of the mouth of a man elected as a New Dealer comes
the following:

The W. P. A. in West Virginia smells to high heaven, and it is
my desire to work to clean up the rottenness that causes the
political odor.

Senator Hovt, of West Virginia, who made this statement,
adds:

There is only one way to identify the W. P. A. in West Virginia,
and that is to say that it is a horrible mess.

With thousands for an opportunity to work, the big
boys at the top sit back and take away money that should go to
those at the bottom.

I charge the W. P. A, In West Virginia with being full of poli-
tics, with being extravagant and wasteful, and with a thorough
censorship and spy system to prevent any complaints.
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And again, Senator Hoirt, citing how far the political
set-up has gone, said that an administrative assistant to
W. P. A. State Administrator McCullough, of West Virginia,
sent out the following letter:

I hand you herewith a list of doctors in Ohlio County. EKindly
separate the Democrats from the Republicans and lst them in

order of priority, so we may notify our safety foremen and com-
pensation men as to who is eligible to participate In case of injury.

Here is a letter purportedly signed by Charles McDonald,
Democratic leader of the fourteenth ward of Philadelphia,
It speaks for itself—and in volumes:

PHILADELPHIA, PA, March 14, 1936.
Dear ComMmITTEEMAN: Contact all houses in your division and
get the names of all men on relief, also all those holding W. P. A.
mimurgemmmmmatmmummm
1.

CHARLES McDONALD.

From Missouri comes another sordid tale. The Kansas
City Star, reporting registration in Buchanan County, Mo,
said: .

The Democrats had an efficient, hard-working organization on
the job, headed by Fred J. McGinnis, county supervisor of the
W.P. A. It was estimated that 3,000 names and changes of address
were put on the books today. W. P. A. workers were using more
than a hundred motorcars to take registrants to the courthouse,
and there were long lines waiting to register all day.

Bui Mr. Hopkins says there is no politics in W. P. A.

And in Kentucky allotments of Federal relief money were
made 10 days before the election of November 5, 1935, in the
amount of more than $42,000,000 of W. P. A. and P. W. A.
funds, and at the same time unsigned letters were mailed
from Washington to voters on relief rolls declaring that—

President Roosevelt, a friend of the poor, provided relief so that
those in need would not suffer.

And further—

Won't you help President Roosevelt and yourself by voting for
Chandler on the Democratic ticket?

Chandler was fhe New Deal candidate for Governor.

To remedy this abuse of the proper use of relief funds,
which is widely admitted and believed to be true, and which
is substantially supported by the above evidence that I have
read, I am going to propose two amendments to this bill
which read as follows:

Amendment proposed by Mr. Bacon: Page 21, line 12, after the
word “Administration”, strike out the comma and insert in lieu
thereof the following: “cooperatively under Btates and local non-
partisan boards to be appointed by the Governor of, or as may be
determined by, each State and Terrifory, and the personnel thereof
to be composed of citizens of the United States residing in the
respective areas of administration.”

This amendment would provide for the Works Progress
Administration to administer cooperatively with State and
local boards the moneys appropriated for relief and work
relief in this bill.

My second proposal provides:

Amendment proposed by Mr. Bacow, page 23, after the paragraph
ending on line 9, insert a new paragraph, as follows:

“It shall be unlawful for any administrative officer or employee
of the Works Progress Administration to influence or attempt to
influence, through fear or intimidation, the vote of any person
who is an applicant for, or who receives relief or work relief under
the provisilons of this act, in connection with any election at
which Presidential and Vice Presidential electors or & Senator or
Representative in, or a Delegate or Resident Commissioner to,
Congress are to be voted for. Any such officer or employee who
violates or consents to the violation of the provisions of this
paragraph shall be fined not more than §5,000 or imprisoned not
more than 1 year, or both.”

Those who sincerely believe that politics should be elimi-
nated from relief and that polificians should not use money
to relieve distress for political purposes should vote for these
two amendments. Let us have a show-down. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle-
man from Tennessee [Mr, Pearson] such time as he may
require.

Mr. PEARSON. Mr, Chairman, I desire to direct the at-
tention of the Committee fo pages 18, 19, and 20 of the bill
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now under consideration, said portion of the bill dealing
with appropriations for the Tennessee Valley Authority, and
to ask your consideration of an amendment which will be
proposed to this section by either the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. Grecory] or myself.

You will note that the appropriation carried in this bill is
for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of the orig-
inal act of 1933 creating the Tennessee Valley Authority, as
amended by the act approved during the last session of this
Congress, including the continued construction of Norris,
Wheeler, Pickwick, Guntersville, and McReynolds Dams; the
beginning of construction of Hiwassee, and the continuation
of preliminary investigations as to the appropriate location
and type of a dam on the lower Tennessee River.

When the Authority was first created, the directors indi-
vidually and collectively visited the western section of Ten-
nessee through which the lower Tennessee runs and by every
act and inference led the people to believe that a dam was
to be built on a site at or near what is known as Aurora.
Since that time from month to month and year to year the
assurances that this dam would be constructed have been
continued, and it was not until recent months that it be-
came apparent that the directors were postponing or delay-
ing the construction of this particular dam for some purpose
unknown to the people of that section.

It has been conceded from the outset and is still con-
ceded by the Authority and its engineers that a dam on the
lower Tennessee is absolutely necessary for a unified system
of transportation on the river. In spite of this fact, each
year Congress is asked to appropriate funds to begin the
construction of other dams and all persuasion to get action
on the lower Tennessee seems futile.

What is the reason for the delay, and should Congress
acquiesce in it? The reason for the delay is the evident
purpose of the directors of the Authority to eventually ask
to have the Ohio River placed under its jurisdiction and to
construct a dam across both rivers at or near Paducah, Ky.,
at a cost of approximately $200,000,000. In order to even-
tually accomplish this objective, the directors apparently are
purposely constructing all other alleged necessary dams on
the river, putting Aurora Dam at the foot of the list so
that at the psychological time this tremendous dam may
be constructed and the Aurora project abandoned. This
means, if Congress acquiesces in this delay, it will in the not
far distant future be asked to make an appropriation for
the beginning of this huge and expensive plant, constituting
the first step in a far-reaching program on the Ohio River.
Should Congress refuse to acquiesce it will mean that the
Authority must complete its program on the Tennessee
River before branching out into new and expensive fields.
In my judement, its activities should be confined to the
Tennessee River until all work thereon has been completed
and before permitting the Authority to launch a new “dream
program” on some other river.

This conclusion on my part is not prompted by selfish
motives, If the Ohio River should be developed and investi-
gation reveals the fact that it is to the interest of the people
affected by that river to have it developed, I shall certainly
not interpose any objection to such a program, but I am
convinced that no such program should be undertaken until
the work on the Tennessee has been completed, and Congress
should not permit such a thing to be done at this time.

I appeared before the committee in charge of this bill and
explained this situation fully, requesting that a specific au-
thorization for the beginning of the work at Aurora or Gil-
bertsville be carried in this bill, but received no assurance
that my suggestion would be acted upon favorably.

About 2 weeks ago the Senators from Kentucky and Ten-
nessee and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Grecory]
and myself had a conference with the President about this
matter, explaining to him the necessity of beginning -con-
struction on a dam on the lower Tennessee at some point
deemed sound from an engineering standpoint. I am sure
I violate no confidence when I say that the President re-
ceived our suggestion and request favorably and stated that
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he had no objection to the bill specifically authorizing the
beginning of work on the lower Tennessee Dam, and if nec-
essary, would approve an increase in the allocation of
$650,000, which the Committee on Appropriations proposes
to use in preliminary surveys.

The amendment which we propose to offer will authorize
the beginning of construction work on this dam, and is
offered in good faith and will not necessitate an increase in
the amount of appropriation now provided in the bill. It
will only authorize early action on a project which the
directors of the Authority themselves admit must eventually
be constructed.

In view of the fact that such action on the part of Con-
gress will forestall and possibly prevent the fantastic and
expensive proposal to build a dam costing $200,000,000 across
the Ohio and Tennessee Rivers, we feel that the adoption of
this amendment will mean the saving of large sums of money
to the taxpayers of this country and will be the means of
bringing to a final conclusion construction work on the part
of the Authority on the one river which it was created to
develop. If the amendment is adopted, it will mean that
the Authority by legislative enactment must keep its prom-
ises and assurances to the people of west Tennessee, and if
they will not do that without legislative enactment, I say
that it behooves Congress to force compliance by virtue of
its affirmative action in this appropriation bill. [Applause.]

Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Chairman, first I want to congratulate
the House on the splendid committee it elected to take charge
of appropriation matters. Of course, it has been said that
self-praise is malodorous, but I am speaking of the commit-
tee membership outside of the present speaker.

Under the able leadership of the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. BuceANAN], who addressed you this morning, the com-
mittee on deficiencies, consisting of the gentleman from Colo-
rado [Mr, Tavror], the gentleman from Alabama [Mr,
OLiver]l, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr, SanpLIN], the
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wooprum], the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. BucHANAN], the gentleman from New York
[Mr. Taser], the gentleman from New York [Mr. Baconl, the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. TeHURsTON], and myself, held
extensive hearings on the various items included in the de-
ficiency bill. May I say this was no small task? Ordinarily
when a subcommittee handles matters entrusted to them,
they are confined to a particular field or department, such as
the War Department, the State Department, the Labor De-
partment, Department of Justice, the Navy Department, or
any of the other departments that may be assigned to a
committee. That is all they are interested in. But the
deficiency committee has to clear up and unite all the loose
ends, all the deficiencies in appropriations for the current
year or for previous years, and also in many instances make
initial appropriations for new activities.

The bill before us for consideration today includes the
legislative expenses of the House of Representatives, the ex-
penses of the Government Printing Office, and the Joint
Committee on Internal Revenue Taxation, the expenses of
the Architect of the Capitol, and 10 different departments of
Government. In addition to that, in this bill we have to
take care of 17 independent agencies, and it also includes
payment of judgments and authorized claims, as well as
expenditures covering relief, and also the expenses of the
Social Security Act. This, it will be agreed, is no small job,
and I may say that for practically 2} months the committee
met each day and gave their careful, open consideration to
every item submitted to it without the slightest basis for
animus or partisanship. Every item was considered on its
merit,

Mr. Chairman, we have heard a lot of criticism about
work-relief matters. The distinguished gentleman from New
York who just preceded me, also a member of the committee,
cited instances in some of the other States where slight
irregularities had occurred. Mr. Hopkins was frank enough
to say to the committee that he did not consider, nor did he
claim, that his administration was perfect. We all know that
any work of human endeavor is not perfect. We know that
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men in all works of life have occasionally fallen by the way-
side. We have even heard of distinguished lawyers being
indicted, as well as other high professional men getting into
trouble. Indeed, we would reach a millennium if that time
had come when no more mistakes were made in any impor-
tant function of life.

Mr. GIFFORD. Will the gentleman yield?

:fsr. BOYLAN. I yield to the gentleman from
setts.

Mr. GIFFORD. Recognizing that frailties may be ex-
pected in these particular cases, what about the universal
slogan, “Don’t bite the hand that feeds you.” What about
that? Is that political?

Mr. BOYLAN. That may be the gentleman’s slogan. That
is not the authorized slogan containing the stamp and seal
of the relief department.

Mr. GIFFORD. No. It is not an indictable offense.

Mr. BOYLAN. Of course, the gentleman may have used
that slogan on the wild and stormy shores of Cape Cod,
perhaps, during the winter season.

Mr. GIFFORD. May I ask the gentleman if he proposes
to use this W. P. A. money and treat it as a party measure
and he himself make use of that slogan, “Don’t bite the hand
that feeds you”?

Mr. BOYLAN. I may say to the gentleman that I do not
propose to use the slogan. I may further inform him that
my influence with the W. P. A. has been of little or no
moment. Why, I have not even been able to get a job for a
mechanic in New York unless the man was on the relief rolls.
I had many cases of skilled mechanics who did not want the
odium of relief on them and who sought work; after com-
plaining to Harry Hopkins and Colonel Westbrook, his assist-
ant, I was not able to put one of them to work. I do not
know how the gentleman fared on Cape Cod.

Mr, GIFFORD, Will the gentleman speak to the ethics of
the subject?

Mr. MAVERICK. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BOYLAN. I yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr, MAVERICK. If the gentleman had a Massachusetts
Republican move into his district, would he not try to get
him a job in the W. P. A.?

Mr. BOYLAN. The first thing I would do would get him
a job; then I know he would be grateful to me.

Mr. GIFFORD. I should like to have the gentleman ex-
plain the ethics of that slogan.

Mr. BOYLAN. The gentleman manufactured the slogan
and he ought to know the philosophy of the ethics behind it.
The gentleman springs it upon me unsuspectingly. I have
not had time to digest it to see what the relative importance
of one word to another is.

[Here the gavel fell.]l

Mr. WOODRUM. I yield to the gentleman 5 additional
minutes.

Mr, FOCHT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BOYLAN. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
yvania.

Mr. FOCHT. I should like to have the gentleman from
New York define the character of ethics embodied in this
sort of a situation which exists in my own county. If you
want a job, you have to renounce your Republicanism and
register as a Democrat. That has been proven in countless
cases. What kind of a slogan does the gentleman call that?

Mr. BOYLAN. I will answer the gentleman by saying
that he exerted every possible effort to bring a Federal
penitentiary into his own neighborhood, and he succeeded
in having it located and erected in the city of Lewisburg.
Did he do that for any purpose? He did not do it to put
Democrats to work.

Mr. FOCHT. No; many of the inmates of that peniten-
tiary come from New York City, and some of them are
Democrats, too.

Mr. BOYLAN. But they are not paid salaries, They are
suffering there in durance vile, but your boys are getting
paid to fake care of and fo watch them. Your fownsmen

Massachu-
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are being paid for food and supplies and the gentleman’s
town has grown in population at least 1,500 since the
Federal penitentiary was located there.

Mr. FOCHT. It has fallen off very much, and no one in
the town is employed at the penitentiary. The employees
are mostly Democrats from out West and down South. I
may say that I did not want the penitentiary there in the
first place. The gentleman from New York was on the
committee investigating prisons, he being very anxious to
have additional ones erected suggested this site.

Mr. BOYLAN. No, indeed. The gentleman is in error
and misquotes me. I am very fond of the gentleman, and I
know he would not willingly misquote me.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BOYLAN. Yes.

Mr. RICH. I believe if the gentleman made a visit to the
Lewisburg Penitentiary and saw this institution he would
realize that the people of the countiry would almost clamor
to get into that place because of the beauty and grandeur
of the institution.

Mr, BOYLAN. It is very funny that people should clamor
to get into it, while all those who are in it are clamoring
to get out. [Laughter.]

All this has to do merely with the ethics of the slogan re-
ferred to. What I want to discuss principally is the Social
Security Act.

As you know, under the provisions of this measure, the
Federal Government provides financial assistance to the
States to help dependent children, to extend old-age assist-
ance to men and women who reach the age of 65, to estab-
lish a Nation-wide system of financial and other assistance
to the blind, to initiate services for the health of mothers
and children, especially in rural areas, to establish and
maintain adequate public-health services, to promote med-
ical and surgical corrective service and care for crippled
children, to promote local child-welfare services, especially
in rural areas, and to expand vocational rehabilitation of
the physically disabled.

I think there is nothing that we have accomplished in the
Congress that we can be as proud of as the passage by the
Congress of the Social Security Act last August.

In this appropriation we are providing practically the first
big moneys to put this social-security service in operation.
The only stigma on our country is the fact we have been a
little late and a little slow in adopting this splendid, human-
itarian service, but, as I have said, if you have accomplished
nothing else in your congressional career, you can, at least,
be proud and happy over having voted and appropriated
funds for this splendid humanitarian service. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. SEGER].

Mr. SEGER. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt that this
bill is going to pass, but I hope before final enactment it
will contain a provision for local administration of relief
and local distribution of relief funds. I want fo make some
observation of what is going on in my own State.

I have observed that since the States and local agencies
took over relief in recent days, scores, yes, hundreds of
names have been stricken off relief rolls as plain frauds. I
have in mind one New Jersey city where several hundred
names were erased within 3 days after local police made a
house-to-house canvass, and it has also been reported to me
that in many instances people have failed to call for checks
awaiting them, and the obvious inference is that they fear
the facts concerning their true financial status are known
by local authorities. It has been discovered that many of
these relief folks had substantial bank accounts, and their
only explanation of their fraud was “We thought we would
get in on the money while it lasted and the taking was
good.” In these cities the overseers of the poor or the poor-
masters have been doing practically nothing. Yet they are
the men who know better than anyone else the needs of the
people in their respective cities and towns. Many are under
tenure of office; they cannot be removed. They have been

drawing from $500 to $5,000 yearly, and about all they could
do was sif idly by and wonder when it was all going to stop.
I know one poormaster who for more than 2 years was given
the job of stamping relief tickets. His valuable information
about the real needs of applicants was never asked for, never
used in any way. Wanton waste has resulted because of
lack of this information. [Applause.]

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 7 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Missouri [Mr. SHORT].

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks, and to include therein certain state-
ments from a prominent Missouri citizen.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Missouri?

There was no objection.

Mr, SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I have in my hand a letter
which should interest every Member of this House. It is
dated Marshall, Mo., March 26, 1936, and is as follows:

Representative DEwWEY SHORT, y
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.

Dear REPRESENTATIVE: I am enclosing a copy of a letter I
recently wrote Matt Murray, State W. P. A. director. As President
Roosevelt has asked Congress to turn over to Mr. Hopkins $3,000,~
000,000 to spend as he pleases, I am
interested in my personal as a contractor with W. P. A.
This letier to Murray is long-winded, but I was anxious to be
mcmdnotdealmgenermues. In this letter I attempted

Wi
1. The red tape and delays I have encountered in order to secure

toworkonpﬂnteaunuactwork.mrma,orp.w.&mm
highway work.

8. Ninety-five percent of W. P. A. employees are picked for
political reasons rather than fitness for the job, and that three of
% ;u&erﬁm on one project, in Saline County, are running for

C:

4. Wives of well- to—domenmplaoedinchargeorsewingclrclm
whereas there are plenty of efficlent destitute women available for
the work while wives of politicians are employed.
ts.gemdemdmkdmmmmcmawkper-

ormed.

6. By permitting men to mess around on W. P. A. jobs has
spoiled even the good workers and made loafers out of them.

7. With & million dollars of construction work going on in
Saline County and contractors short of labor, yet four W. P. A.
jobs are going full blast in this county.

8. W. P. A. certainly does not increase the morale of the men.

9. W. P. A, is poor politics, for it only provides for three and
one-half million men and another 7,000,000 men who
mcrymsforwork.butwhoarenctonreuer and they are sore
as hell

I hava quarries in Mercer, Daviess, Randolph, Johnson, 8St.,
ChuIaMe.Howud.andGoopercounﬁmmdamterm yard
in Cole County, on the Missouri River, for my floating equipment,
and am heavily interested in the largest quarry in Jackson
County, and I have just recently made a trip around these
counties, and the consensus of opinion of the residents to whom
I talked about W. P. A. was one of utter disgust.

As a lifelong Democrat, how in the name of the Lord can I be
expected to support an administration or a Congress that can
produce no better plan for men on relief or the unemployed than
one to blindly turn over to Hopkins and his crowd of theoretical
star-gazers $3,000,000,000 of the people’s money to continue what
is obviously a mess. What about the one-hundred-odd million
Americans who are not on relief but are working every day and
will have to pay the bill?

I hope this hasn't bored you, and I am sorry I seem to be so
long-winded.

Yours very truly,
R. NewtoN McDoweLL, INC.,
R. Newron McDoweLL, President.

P. 8—Cannot Congress, on its own initiative, evolve a plan
better than the present set-up?
(Coples to all Members of Congress from Missourl.)

Mr. Chairman, the opinions expressed in this communi-
cation were not uttered by a Republican but were spoken
by a lifelong Democrat who comes from the heart and hot-
bed of Missouri Democracy—Marshall in Saline County. He
employs over 1,000 men and has an annual pay roll running
into the millions of dollars; he is an ouistanding citizen
and a heavy taxpayer. Here we have a man honest enough,
if you please, and patriotic enough to speak his mind freely.
Like General Hagood, he is fearless,




6952

My limited time will not allow me fo cite one instance
after another, not only in my district, but all over my State,
as in other States of the Union, of the gross incompetency,
the rank inefficiency, and, in many instances, the downright
dishonesty in the administration of so-called relief, but
which, in reality, is nothing more than an ignoble attempt
to bribe the American electorate with the taxpayers’ money.
What perfidy! Such nefarious practice!

The Seventy-third Congress turned over to the President
of the United States $3,300,000,000. The first session of this
Congress last year again, supinely and cowardly, surrendered
the purse strings for which we ourselves are responsible to
the Executive and gave him the enormous, stupendous, and
appalling sum of $4,880,000,000 which he and his cohorts
might spend at any time on any kind of project which they
themselves in their infallible and omnipotent wisdom might
deem necessary.

Oh, it is interesting to sit over here and hear Members on
the other side get up, as they have done for the last few
weeks, telling us the depression is ended, that the emergency
is over, and that prosperity has returned to the American
people, but now they come in asking for $1,500,000,000 more,
notwithstanding that almost $2,000,000,000 already given to
the Executive remain unexpended.

We all know how it is going to be used. Why, down in my
home town they not only threatened to take the people off
of relief if they did not vote the Democratic ticket, but on
the morning of the last election they hauled in voters at the
expense of the taxpayers, and even violated the election laws
by taking these people into the polling booths, seeing they
voted the Democratic ticket, then handing them relief slips,
and we had to have bloody fist fights before we put an end
to this damnable and inexcusable practice. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr, TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 2 ad-
diticnal minutes,

Mr. SHOET. I thank my good friend from New York for
his boundless generosity. [Laughter and applause.]

I was out in St. Louis a few days ago when the American
Workers Union, an organization of the unemployed, had a
47-hour vigil in the city hall. Here is a clipping from the
St. Louis Post-Dispatch. They made this statement:

‘We protest against the police going about investigating families
who have reported need for immediate food, intimidating families
who are members of our organization and those who have re-

ported their need to us. We protest emphatically against the
police questioning these families in regard to their political affilia~
tions.

I charge, and I charge deliberately, that those who sit in
the seats of the mighty today are deliberately prolonging
this depression while holding the club of hunger over the
heads of destitute, helpless people, while certain plotters and
usurpers are attempting to superimpose upon the American
people, in their bewildered and confused state of mind, a
system of government that spells destruction to democracy
and will rob the people of this country of their cherished
freedom. [Applause.]

The letter to Mr. M. S. Murray, referred to by Mr. SHoORT,
is as follows:

Marca 16, 1936.
Mr, M. 8. MURRAY,
State Administrator, W. P. A.,
Jefferson City, Mo.

My DEar Marr: Mr. Raymond Moley, a close friend of Presi-
dent Roosevelt, recently stated in an editorial in his magazine,
Today, in substance, “That the chief liability the Democratic
Party would have to carry in the coming campaign would be the
waste and extravagant spending in the present relief set-up, etc.”

I have nearly a million dollars of W. P. A. contracts in Saline
and Howard Counties and have been operating our crushed-stone
plant all winter in Cooper County and, as a result of my work,
I have had a close-up of the W. P. A. workings in those counties
and have become quite with the whole scheme of the

*'W. P. A, with its waste and inefficiency, that I am going to give
you a few reasons, based on my own personal contacts and ob-
servations, just why Mr. Moley is justified in his statement
regarding the W. P. A.

The papers daily carry columns about the unemployed. How-
ever, since November 10 I have been short of labor, and today
I am short about 100 men. In order to secure men I must for-
ward & requisition to your labor office in Jefferson City, although
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the National Reemployment Service have a very efficient office
in Saline County which has been functioning for several years.
This seems like an unnecessary procedure. Your labor office then
notifies the N. R. 8. office in the county in which I am working
to furnish me with relief labor. You have two representatives
in Saline County working out of the Sedalia office, and these
men are supposed to inform the N. R. S. representative what men
he may take off of a given W. P. A. job, and this Is what has
actually happened.

Men have been assigned to our work who live 25 miles from our
job, with no means of transportation, and also a certain number
have been physically unfit for hard work and have been rejected
by a local physician employed by us to examine all of our em-
ployees. Some men have been too old and a number have been
17 or 18 years old—too light for our work. So we wind up with
probably a third of a crew. Then it is necessary to file another
requisition for labor through your Jefferson City office and go
all over the same route. I discovered that the foreman on these
W. P, A. jobs would release the poorest labor they had, which,
of course, is human nature, but it causes us to fire a good many
of them and then take the abuse that we are hard on the men,
ete., which is decidedly not true, as we are getting only about
76 percent efficiency from the W. P. A, men transferred to our
work after cutting out the weak ones.

The labor scale is all out of line. Under our contract we are
to pay 30 cents per hour for common labor working a maximum of
130 hours per month, so if a man suffers no lost time on account
of bad weather or for any other reason he may only earn in a
month $39 on our job, while the W. P. A, pays him $35 per month
for 3 or 4 days' work per week, irrespective of weather, shut-downs,
ete. But, quite important, if he works for a contractor, he has
to do a fair day's work or get fired; and on W. P. A. work—well, as
one darky expressed it to me when I asked him what he was doing,
he repuec.i. “I am leaning on a pick out at a W. P. A. quarry near

Farm labor in Saline County (one of the richest farm sections
in the State) pays 81 to $1.50 per day (with no food or shelter
furnished), and private construction will pay from $2 to $2.50 per
day top. So no man will quit a W. P. A. job in that section for the
jobs I have mentioned unless forced to do so.

I had a number of colored workers from Slater assigned to one
of my jobs, and these men had been working on the W. P. A. job at
Arrow Rock Park. One day, when I was at my job north of Gil-
liam, I was told by our superintendent that six of our best darkies
had quit on their own volition, and I later found they had been
put back to work on the W, P. A, job at Arrow Rock Park, and,
God knows, they were not needed there, as the W. P. A. had 125
men messing around the park when 10 good workers could have
accomplished the same results. If men may walk off my jobs or
loaf to such an extent we will be compelled to discharge them
and these men know they will be put back on W. P, A. work, it
then becomes a farce for us to attempt to secure men through
the W. P. A. But this is important—one of the foremen on this
job is a member of the city council at Slater and is reported to
control the colored vote of that city. Two other foremen are run-
ning for some city office, and the superintendent of the project is
running for a county office. Now, all of these men are good fel-
lows and I have nothing personally against them, but how cn
earth can politiclans supervising these jobs, attempting to curry
favor with the men in order to secure votes, be very hard-boiled
about either making them work or forcing them to go on other
projects against their wishes. It is just not in the cards, and the
whole set-up, as I see it, is wrong, and from my knowledge of your
personnel about 95 percent of your employees have been picked for
political considerations rather than fitness for the job.

I know of one woman in Saline County, whose husband is one
of the highest salaried men in the community, who was placed at
the head of a sewing class for the sole reason that her husband
controls some votes. There surely must be plenty of destitute
women perfectly capable of handling a sewing class. Yet you are
running a relief organization.

The Marshall special road district have a crew of men working
at a W. P. A. quarry, and the plant consists of one small jaw crusher
operated by a tractor. It has no secondary crusher or any screen-
ing facilities. The stone produced ranges from 3 Inches in size
down, with a very limited amount of fines, and would not meet the
specifications of any road builder. In fact, the size stone they are
producing will in time do more harm to the motorist than the mud
road. The same is true of the plant operated by the county court
in Saline County, and equally it is true of the quarries operated
by the Franklin and Glasgow special road districts in Howard
County, all operated with W. P. A. labor. The latter two quarries
were placing on the road in zero weather the stone they produced.
You know too much about building roads for me to explain what
will happen to these roads; and for efficiency, by way of comparison,
I am producing in my portable stone plants (specification material)
four times the tonnage procduced in the W. P. A. quarries and em-
ploying one-fourth the amount of labor, A further comparison
of W. P. A. labor and private labor may be seen at my quarry at
Blackwater, in Cooper County. At one end of my quarry my own
men are working and at the other end of the quarry I am per-
mitting the W. P. A. to place 30 men breaking rock. I receive a
consideration of 50 cents per ton and furnish all the tools, equip-
ment, etc., for permitting these men to work in the quarry. The
W. P. A, workers remind me of a slow-motion picture show.

After men loaf along on a W. P. A. job for months and then are
assigned to a private-contract job they get an awful jolt when they
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are expected to do a day’s work, and cry "slave driver” at the con-
tractor. Last week five truck owners quit one of my jobs on which
they were being paid the regulation wage as set up by the highway
department, to wit, 5 cents per yard-mile haul plus 30 cen
hour to the driver. I asked one of these owners why he was
ting, and his y was that he had an opportunity to a8
W. P. A. job at $1.10 per hour and loaf along and burn about 2
gallons of gas per day. And so it goes. I could write pages and
pages of similar circumstances, but you probably know all about
it, and I am not blaming you in the slightest. Your own reputa-
tion is too well established, and I know you are not the father of
the idea, but it is this sort of things that heaps criticism on
the W. P. A.

As a contractor I may be prejudiced against this sort of work,
but irrespective of any bias on my part, here are a few facts:

There is right now about §1,000,000 of contract work going on in
Saline County that is actually today short of labor, yet there are
four W. P. A. jobs to my knowledge in operation in the county.
In addition, there is a 7-mile stretch of State highway road (called
Van Meter Park Road) that was let last November, but a work
order has not been issued to start this project for the reason, given
by the Bureau of Public Roads, that sufficient relief labor is not
available. As I see it, there should not be any men in Saline
County working on a W. P. A. job with a million dollars of con-
struction work in and I presume this same condition ex-
ists in many other counties. What a waste of the people’s money!
Further, looking at it from a cold-blooded political viewpoint, it is
poor politics for this reason: I understand there are 3,200 men
registered in Saline County out of a job, looking for work, and
there are 600 men on relief. The men not on relief are not per-
mitted to work on any Public Works Administration Eb or on a
State highway job until all the relief labor is . I have

had literally hundreds of these unemployed men this winter
appear at my jobs crying for work, but we were com] to tell
them they would have to get on relief to be sure of a job. These
men are as sore as hell, and certainly any new plan should gt
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equal opportunity to the man who has moved hea
remain off of relief.

The prattle put out that this work-relief plan increases
morale of men in lieu of placing them on a dole is all wrong,
my opinion. I fail to see where it increases their
their Government when they observe the waste
that is permitted. Further, on any work I have,
not restricted as to labor, I do not want any “ex” W. P.
as In most cases it has ruined the good workers and
out of them.

Four winters ago I worked about a thousand men straight through
the winter, working four 5-hour shifts, on work to what
I am doing now in Saline County, and I always had men wal in
line for work and I was not at any time short of men, and, A
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is nothing to write home about.

How much better it would be to give a billlon dollars to the
Public Works Administration for worth-while projects handled by
contractors in a businesslike manner and men who could not
be taken care of in this work could be maintained on a dole under
State supervision; and further I would immediately disband the
whole W. P, A. However, to talk about disbanding the
W. P. A. I feel is llke barking at the moon, as apparently even
the face of many of his close advisers, who feel about the W. P.
a5 I do, the President will continue it. It seems Mr. Hop
the President's eyes, s infallible when it comes to working out
plan to employ men, even though I am told Mr. Hopkins never met
& pay roll in his life. I do not question for a minute Mr. Hopkin’
sincerity or honesty of purpose, but he seems to forget that
addition to the 3,600,000 men on relief that there are at
ggtl}}er?ﬂ,ﬂ@menmtonmﬂefcrymgtwm What
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As I have sald, my experience with the latter class is that
are as sore as hell. Further, to listen to Mr, Hopkins you would
be led to believe the only class that required attention are
on relief, as he apparently has no consideration for the hundred
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campalign
for me to reconcile myself to vote to continue an administration
that has no better way of solving the unemployment and relief
problem than a continuation of the W. P. A,

I am Matt, that in years to come when you are being
complimented about all the worth-while things you have done in
an efficient manner in your lifetime and someone mentions the
year you headed the Missourl W. P. A, you will be the first one
to say “Just skip that year—I did not organize that fool idea;
I just attempted to help my friends out of a bad mess.”

With best wishes, I am

Cordially,
R. Newronw McDoweLL, INc,
—, President.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois {Mr, CEURCH].
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THE LAST STREUGGLE OF THE “HYPOCRATS” FOR THE RELIEF VOTE ON
THE EVE OF ELECTION—POLITICAL TRICKERY CORRUPTS THIS NECES-
BAREY EMERGENCY RELIEF MEASUERR

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Chairman, the bill under considera-
tion is officially labeled, “The first deficiency appropriation
bill for 1936.” This bill and copies of the hearings just
became available at noon yesterday. As stated by the gen-
tleman from Virginia, acting chairman of the committee in
charge of the bill, we are expected to read, within 24 hours,
more than 2,000 pages of testimony which includes the 100
pages of this bill. It is characteristic of this administration
to give us the bill almost on the day that debate upon it
opens. The opposition is never allowed to prepare appro-
priate amendments. Even a cursory glance, however, shows
this bill to be the last struggle of the “hypocrats” for the
relief vote on the eve of election.

No one will deny that this bill contains many provisions
which have the approval of virfually the entire membership
of this body, Republicans and Democrats alike. It clearly
carries appropriations for many worth-while pursuits of the
Federal Government. At each session of Congress we pass
one, two, or perhaps three deficiency appropriation bills,
and ordinarily a deficiency measure would be passed without
much controversy.

It is quite apparent that the administration recognizes
that this pending bill contains provisions which all of us
more or less enthusiastically endorse. However, the Presi-
dent and his advisors have seen to it that one of the most
questionable appropriations we would be called upon to make
is incorporated into and made a part of an otherwise ac-
ceptable measure. I think the attention of the country
should be called to this political trickery.

As you read through this bill you finally come to these
words:

To continue to provide relief and work relief on useful projects
in the United States and its Territorles and possessions by the
Works Progress Administration, $1,425,000,000, to remain available
until June 30, 1937.

Is it not a fair question for me to ask why this appropria-
tion to the Works Progress Administration of approximately
$1,500,000,000 was made a part of the first deficiency appro-
priation bill? Is it not a fair question for me to ask why this
particular appropriation was not brought in here as a sepa-
rate bill to be considered on its own merits?

One does not have to search long for the answer. I is
because of the criticism which has been directed at the Works
Progress Administration for waste and politics. It is because
you do not wish to bring the W, P. A. squarely under the spot-
light of public discussion. It is as if you thought that the
President’s request for one billion five hundred million could
not stand by itself, but that, instead, you had to support it by
including the appropriation in a group of other items.

It is political trickery, but you may be sure that the public
understands this procedure. The country also understands
the many other deceptive methods which have been employed
by this administration in its utter disregard for the principles
of our Government and its efforts to perpetuate its own
existence,

ANOTHER BELANEKE-~CHECK APPROPEIATION

Once again you are asking the Congress of the United
States to make a blank-check appropriation, and once again
I must raise my voice in opposition to this procedure. Ap-
proximately 1 year ago, when the four billion eight hundred
and eighty million appropriation bill was before this body, I
took occasion to call attention to the fact that we were not
discharging our duty to the people we represent in appro-
priating such a vast sum of money without at least stipulating
how it should be spent. The plea was without avail.

POLITICAL INTERESTS FURTHERED AT EXPENSE OF HUMAN SUFFERING

You made that blank-check appropriation, and you and I
know that the money was literally wasted. You and I know
that it has been used, at the expense of human suffering and

want, to further political interests. It has been used to in-
fluence votes and to provide high-salaried administrative
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positions for the building up of a Nation-wide political
machine,

There are virtually no limitations as to how this money can
be spent. From the language of this bill it appears that an
attempt is made to have us believe that we are earmarking
the funds. Ten general classes of projects are listed, and the
only stipulation is the maximum amount which can be spent
for each general class.

For example, it will be noted that there is that class of
projects entitled “white-collar projects, $90,000,000.” Then
there is “women's projects, $90,000,000.” Next comes “mis-
cellaneous works projects, $75,000,000.” Who knows what
type of projects such terminology covers? Moreover, I call
attention to the fact that the bill does not provide that the
stipulated amounts be spent for each class. That would be
too binding for this administration. On the contrary, the
bill merely states that the amount for each class shall not
exceed the amount stipulated. In other words, nothing can
be spent for a particular class of projects, or perhaps $100.

I think every one of us realize, although, no doubt, the
members of the majority will not admit it, that the language
employed is simply a camouflage to meet the criticism that
this is a blank-check appropriation. It is, indeed, unique,
but certainly not clever enough to deceive the people of my
district, who will be paying these bills with increased tax-
ation.

THE PECPLE WILL DEMAND AN ACCOUNTING

They will ask me what part of this one billion five hundred
million will be allotted to the Resettlement Administration
under Dr. Rexford Guy Tugwell. I will have to tell them
frankly that their question cannot be answered. I shall have
to tell them that the New Deal does not believe that the tax-
payers should inquire as to how their money is spent. Ac-
cording to the New Dealers, that is not the true function of
the taxpayer. His sole responsibility is to pay the bills,
dream dreams, and not worry about the accumulation of
debts.

TUGWELL'S UTOPIAN “DREAM VILLAGES" PATTERNED AFTER RUSSIA

When the question was asked of the Works Progress Ad-
ministrator, Harry Hopkins, by the subcommitiee of the
Committee on Appropriations as to whether any of the funds
would be used by the Resettlement Administration, he ap-
peared to avoid a definife answer. He did say that $90,000,-
000 would be under Resettlement. From the language of
this bill there is every reason to believe that a much larger
sum will be allocated to Dr. Tugwell to continue his utopian
efforts after the pattern of Russia.

He is engaged in constructing “satellite towns”, “dream
villages”, and brainstorm Russian homes. Some of these
homes have been proposed for Lake County, which is in my
district. As in the case of these projects for Lake County,
upon examination of them you will find that there have been
nothing but administrative delays after delays in carrying
them out, all at the expense of the Government, and with
hardship to the needy families who are supposed to be helped
by the program.

TUGWELLIAN PHILOSOPHY DEMANDS GOVERNMENT CONTROL
AND BEGIMENTATION

I just recently completed reading the book written by Dr.
Rexford G. Tugwell entitled “The Industrial Discipline and
the Governmental Arts.” No doubt many of you have read
it; and, if so, I am sure you will agree with me that the
whole rhilosophy advanced is that the Federal Government
should assume control. He represents the American spokes-
man and actual practitioner of the communistic theory of
government., We need not fear the May Day paraders and
orators, but we have every cause to fear such men as Dr.
Tugwell, one of the “brain trusters”, who are in a position
where they can put our people under communistic control
and regimentation. I suggest that you read his books.
While you are doing this, try to recall the measures enacted
by the New Deal during the past 3 years. You will be
startled at the number of them expressive of the Tugwellian
philosophy of government.

There is no better illustration of the Tugwellian theory of
regimentation and centrol than is found in the homestead

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

MAy 8

projects themselves. The homesteaders contract away their
souls to the Resettlement Administration. I suggest that
you get copies of the contracts used by Tugwell for the home-
steaders and these community projects.

THE HOMESTEAD CONTRACTS ARE AN INSULT TO FREE AMERICANS

I have in my office what is known as the temporary licens-
ing agreement. It is listed as form RA-MA 12, revised Jan-
uary 15, 1936, and approved by the Administrator. Get one
and read it. You will find that the licensee contracts that he
“shall not” and “shall not”, but, rather, he will “comply”,
“observe”, “adopt”, and “adhere.”

I would, for example, call your special attention to the fact
that under item 4 of this license the licensee contracts that
he will “adopt and adhere to any cropping program and
tillage practice stipulated by the licensor.”

There is one particular item in these contracts which will
be of special interest to you as Members of Congress. It
represents an insult to us as representatives of the people
duly elected to serve them. It is item 6 in the temporary
licensing agreement of form RA-MA 12 I just mentioned,
and it is item 8 in the form used for the community projects.

I shall read this provision to you:

6. Noneligibility to benefits: No Member of or Delegate to Con-

gress or Resident Commissioner shall be permitted to any share or
part of this license or to any benefit that may arise thereupon.

There is not a Member sitting here today who would want
any share in any of the benefits, but the fact that Dr. Tugwell
will include such a provision in these contracts is an insult to
the honesty and integrity of the Congress. I personally resent
such a provision, and I know that you do also.

What do you imagine is the impression conveyed by Dr.
Tugwell concerning Members of Congress through this provi-
sion of these contracts to the 500,000 or more people he calls
“worthy and promising Resettlement clients”? He indirectly
tells them in these contracts that their Representatives not
only have nothing to do with the administration but, more-
over, are not to be frusted. He thereby subtly plants the
seeds of communism in the minds of the people whom we
represent.

Thus even this bill is typically expressive of the Tugwellian
communistic philosophy of government. The measure as it
now reads leaves to a Congressman and his colleagues only
the simple function of turning over to Dr. Tugwell and his
colleagues this vast sum of money without restrictions.

THE RESETTLEMENT ADMINISTRATION TUTTEELY ABANDONS TRUE
FRINCIPLES OF OUR AMERICAN GOVERNMENT

Nothing I can say more clearly indicates the attitude of
Dr. Tugwell toward the Congress of the United States, toward
the Representatives of the people duly elected by them, than
this insulting provision in these homestead contracts. And
we have no assurance from the language of this bill before us
that we are not appropriating money which will be ultimately
given to him to continue his communistic endeavors, with
utter abandon for the principles of government which every
true American holds sacred.

SEVENTEEN THOUSAND AND FIFTY-FIVE RESETTLEMENT EMPLOYEES

When the Director of the Budget, Daniel W. Bell, was
before the House Ways and Means Committee, he was called
upon to submit information relative to the Resettlement
Administration. The hearings show that the average num-
ber of people during this year on the pay roll of that Admin-
istration is 12,478. On April 1 of this year the Tugwell
Resettlement had 17,055 employees.

The record of the hearings before the Ways and Means
Committee on the Revenue Act of 1936 shows that from May
4, 1935, to March 23 of this year the sum of $278,347,171.29
has been allocated to Dr. Tugwell’s administration. The
hearings also show (p. 705) that of this amount $31,950,000
or more than 10 percent, has been for administrative expenses.

THE POLITICIANS' HAVEN

These employees are not selected according to the rules
and regulations of the Civil Service Commission. They have
not been chosen because of their executive efficiency and
ability. You and I know that the Resettlement Administra-
tion, perhaps more than any other, has been the politicians’
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haven. Party loyalty is the measure by which the employees
are selected. It has been a place where Postmaster General
James A. Farley, the campaign general of the New Deal,
could place adherents to the New Deal on the public pay roll
and thereby build up a vast political machine.

Mr, Chairman, I do not believe that there is one of us
here who is not well aware of the need for relief for our
people. I do not believe that there is one of us who is op-
posed to making appropriations which will afford the suf-
fering people the necessary assistance. People who are
without employment through no fault of their own should
be given assistance until they have been able to find a per-
manent position.

MOST OF THIS APPROFRIATION WILL NEVER REACH THE NEEDY

But, Mr. Chairman, a great percentage of this money does
not go to help the needy. The unemployed man receiving
this assistance receives on the average $50 per month; in
some localities less and in others a little more. To employ
one man for a year under the W. P. A. costs on the average
of $972, of which $600 is for the year’'s wages of the self-
respecting man. Three hundred and seventy-two dollars
go for materials and supervision.

FITTSBURGH DEMOCEATIC OFFICIAL CITES WASTE

Let me read to you the statement made by the director
of public works of the city of Pittsburgh, Leslie M. Johnston,
before the Ways and Means Committee in connection with
the tax bill recently passed by this House. He is a Demo-
crat and cannot be said therefore to be talking simply for
political purposes. He said:

I am here to tell you that 50 percent of that is sheer waste, and
:.;Iknowit v wha‘ t.I am talking about, because I have the handllng

Later he explained that the “politicians of Pennsylvania”
got the money supposed to be used to relieve human suffer-
ing in that city. He said:

As it is done now, you have a W. P. A. set-up In Pittsburgh con-
sisti.ng of hundreds of men at high salaries. You have another

P, A. set-up in Harrisburg of hundreds of men with high

salari&s You have Mr, Hopkins' set-up in Washington with
thousands of men at high salaries. We say that is absolutely and
totally unnecessary *. I am telling you quite firmly that
50 percent of that money is absolute sheer waste, and I can
prove that statement. That is not a wild statement.

Those are the words of one of the Democratic officials
of the great city of Pitisburgh. Those are the words of a
man who is familiar with construction projects. He is the
city’s director of public works.

GENERAL HAGOOD ASSATLS W, P, A. “STAGE” MONEY

Everyone who has been associated with the relief program,
as conducted by this administration, who has the courage
to state fully and frankly his opinion of it has emphatically
stated that the money is wasted. I just remind you that
Maj. Gen. Johnson Hagood dared to appear before the
Committee on Appropriations and say what he thought of
‘the use of funds by the W. P. A. He called it “stage money,
because you can pass it around but you cannot get anything
out of it in the end.” I quote from his testimony:

As to rellef funds and other funds, I am not familiar with
the various pockets in which Uncle Sam keeps his money. I
understand that there is Budget money, which is very hard to
get; there is P. W. A, money, which is not so hard to get; and
then there 1s a vast quantity of W. P. A. money, which is very
easy to get for trifling projects but almost impossible to get for
anything worth while.

Neither Director of Public Works Leslie M. Johnston, of
the city of Pittsburgh, nor Maj. Gen. Johnson Hagood, who
had been in the service of the United States Army for
over 20 years, had any reason to make the statements they
did except that they wished this Congress to know the
truth. As a matter of fact, because he told the truth, Major
General Hagood was relieved of his command. It was only
because this administration could not stand the adverse
public reaction to his dismissal without just cause that he
was sent to serve as commander of the Sixth Corps Area.
It vindicated him personally.

Major General Hagood is a man of convictions. He has
since resigned and returned fo private life. He has done
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what so many others have done who became a part of this
administration but found that it was following a program
which would ultimately lead us to chaos.

This appropriation may read “to provide relief”, but the
unemployed know and the taxpayers know that if we were
to be accurate we would change that language to read, “to
provide funds for political patronage and for the purpose of
influencing elections.”

BOUTHERN STATES CONTRIBUTE PRACTICALLY NOTHING TO RELIEF

If you examine the figures for the distribution of funds
according to States, it will be clearly seen that some of the
States have provided a large percentage of the money for
relief purposes but other States have contributed practically
nothing. The figures show that my home State of Illinois
has given 24.8 percent of the funds used in that State from
January to September 1935. Fifteen States, on the other
hand, have contributed 10 percent or less. They are West
Virginia, Virginia, South Dakota, Nevada, Wyoming, Ten-
nessee, Alabama, Georgia, Florida, Arkansas, North Caro-
lina, New Mexico, Louisiana, Mississippi, and South Caro-
lina. We in Illinois are not only helping to take care of
our own needy but as a large tax-paying State we are con-
tributing to the care of the needy in the Democratic States
of the South and West.

It is not that we do not feel that we are all a part of one
great country, and it is not that we are not willing to con-
tribute for the help of other parts of the country. But we
wish to be treated fairly. We demand that other States
likewise be compelled to make some effort for the proper care
of their needy, and I am supporting an amendment which
will be later offered to that end.

THE RELIEF ADMINISTRATION IS ROTTED BY POLITICAL THIEVERY

Politics play a part in the distribution of funds to the
States. Politics play a part in the selection of projects.
Politics play a part in the selection of the administrative
personnel and there are innumerable instances during this
administration where political capital has been made of
human misery and suffering. Time and again the news-
papers of Illinois have pointed out where attempts have
been made to influence the votes of those who have the mis-
fortune to have to depend on relief work for their bread
and butter. When any administration, whether it is Re-
publican or Democratic, makes political capital of human
misery and suffering, I say to you that it is contemptible,

THE “HYPOCRATS” CAFITALIZE ON HUMAN SUFFERING

I say to you that this bill with no congressional restric-
tions, unless amended, further entrenches the existing dic-
tatorship. It enables the present administration, from the
date of its passage until the election in November, to dangle
before the voters on relief and sponsors of projects an in-
viting bait secured from the already overburdened taxpayer,
Capitalizing on human hardship is the program of those in
power who, because of such practices, will be known in his-
tory as the “hypocrats.” They surely cannot be Democrats
as we have known them.

RELIEF SHOULD BE ADMINISTERED BY LOCAL NONPARTISAN BOARDS

Mr. Chairman, I believe in adequate appropriations to
take care of our needy, but I demand that this use of relief
for political purposes stop. I demand that we stop this
wasteful expenditure of money for useless projects and for
providing high-salaried jobs. This can be accomplished if
the Federal Government would turn the administration of
relief funds over to nonpartisan boards selected by the Gov-
ernors of the individual States, whose duty it would be to
see that the money is spent for worth-while projects and
that it is used solely to help the needy rather than to help
any one political party carry an election. There is abso-
lutely no necessity for these high administrative costs simply
to provide political jobs at the expense of the unemployed
and at the expense of an already overtaxed public.

It is our obligation as Representatives to see that a pro-
gram is devised whereby the unemployed may be taken care
of until they are absorbed by private enterprise. The most

economical and most effective way of handling this problem
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is to permit each individual State, in cooperation with the
local communities, to devise its own particular program.
Each section of the country has its own needs and its own
problems to be met. They are better equipped to determine
what should be the nature of a program for meeting their
peculiar circumstances and conditions than any administra-
tion here in Washington. Let them develop such a program
of work relief, designed to afford employment and at the
same time to carry out projects of a permanent and lasting
ue.

val DISMISS THE THOUSANDS OF BUREAUCRATS

What valid objection can be made to the proposal that
the administration of these funds be made by a nonpartisan
board in each State, appointed by its Governor, with the
Federal Government simply lending its cooperation by way
of financial assistance. I would discharge the thousands
and thousands of Federal employees here in Washington and
scattered throughout the United States. I would dismiss
thousands of these bureaucrats. They serve no useful pur-
pose. They are merely a duplication of already existing ad-
ministrative agencies in various States and communities
which have had experience with many different kinds of
projects.

At the last session of Congress you refused to assume this
responsibility,. You simply appropriated four billion eight
hundred and eighty million, with an abandon disturbing to
every citizen, and vested in the President and his appointees
full authority to spend it as they saw fit. Today they are
asking us to give them another one billion five hundred
million.

REAL FPERMANENT RELIEF WILL COME ONLY THROUGH REVIVAL OF

BUSINESS

In considering this problem of unemployment, let us not
lose sight of the fact that while we have spent these billions
in a so-called “prime the pump” effort, there are still ap-
proximately 11,000,000 people unemployed in the United
States. This is about the same number of unemployed as
when the New Deal came into power. At its best a public-
works or work-relief program can only be a temporary ex-
pedient. Our real problem is to pursue a constructive course
of action to revive business so that these unemployed may
find places in private enterprise. No self-respecting Ameri-
can wishes to spend his life on work-relief projects. Our
people want permanent jobs. They want the opportunity
to make their contribution to the development of this great
country, to be able to provide more than mere subsistence
for their families,

INCREASING FEDERAL DEFICIT

This administration has been in power for over 3 years.
It has had full control of both Houses of Congress, and every
imaginable power has been given the President of the United
States, making him a virtual dictator. Yet the unemploy-
ment and relief problem still remains. As a result of it all,
we have nothing more than a public debt of approximately
thirty-two billion, and if we add to this Federal guaranties
and other obligations it amounts to a debt of almost thirty-
nine billion, which will take generations to pay.

How are we paying off this public debt? We are not even
attempting to, but on the contrary, for the present fiscal year
to date we have been running behind in the amount of
two billion six hundred and eighty-five million.

As I stated in one of my speeches at the last session of
Congress in opposition to the Guffey coal bill, which the
President asked us to pass regardless of its constitutionality,
the choice which the people now have to make is between
the New Deal and their birthright of a free democratic
government. It is a choice between a birthright and a mess
of pottage, a choice between “life, liberty, and pursuit of
happiness” and political dictation from Washington. It is
a choice between returning to the principles of government
which have evolved throughout the years and which have
proved sufficiently flexible to meet any emergency, or a con-
tinuation of New Deal experimentation with confusion, debts,
taxes, inflation, and pernicious denial of personal liberties
which we cherish.
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Mr. Chairman, it will take more than the six billion three
hundred and eighty million appropriated during the last 2
years solely for so-called relief purposes to compel our peo-
ple to give up their birthright for a continuation of the New
Deal program. I am firmly convinced that our country is
awakened fo the fact that the fundamental premise upon
which this Government was established is that the “Gov-
ernment is the agent of the people” and not, according to
the apparent New Deal philosophy, that the people are the
agents of the Government. Our people have been taught,
and rightly so, that their Government is to serve them.
They are not to be made servants of it.

NEED FOR CONFIDENCE

How is it possible for business to revive and for those on
relief to find positions in private enterprise when con-
fidence is lacking? As I stated before on the floor of this
House, so long as this New Deal experimentation exists
there cannot be a revival in business. Simply stated, the
program, with its undefined objectives as indicated by this
bill, unless amended, and wasteful expenditures, has tended
to destroy rather than foster confidence, which is the basis
of our economic activity.

Futurity and confidence are distinctive factors of busi-
ness. One does not borrow unless he is confident he can
repay. One does not buy unless he is confident he can pay
for his purchases, nor does one sell unless he has confidence
in the buyer’s capacity to pay. One does not invest unless
he is confident of a return on his investment.

When the element of confidence is missing, trade reaches
low levels. We lack confidence to buy, to sell, to borrow, to
loan, or to invest. Under the New Deal we cannot be cer-
tain as to the future and, more specifically, we cannot be
certain as to future values,

Our people want to work and not subsist year in and year
out on the relief rolls. By no magic is it possible to have
employees without employers, and let us not lose sight of
the fact that when we make blank-check appropriations
like this, when we allow this waste to continue, and when
people are forced to become mere political puppets because
of their misfortune, we destroy every bit of confidence in
the future. No one knows what to expect. Business re-
mains still. Unemployment continues and the relief prob-
lem remains with us. The problem will remain as long as
these “hypocrats” continue in power. [Applause.]

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 4 minutes to the
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. MAarTIN].

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, referring to
some remarks made by the eloguent gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. SsorT] about the arguments being put up on
this side of the House for the administration, I want to ob-
serve that the enormous vote that is being rolled up for
President Roosevelt in big Republican States, exceeding the
sum of the votes for all other slates and candidates, would
indicate that the arguments being made on this side of the
House are, if not wasted, at least not necessary.

It reminds me of a noted murder case that I participated
in, in which a battery of us lawyers, after arguing to the
jury for 4 days for an acquittal, found out that the jurors
bad held a meeting in advance of the arguments and had
unanimously come to the conclusion that the defendants
were not guilty. [Laughter.]

But I did not rise for this purpose. Yesterday two gen-
tlemen, one on either side of the aisle, sharply criticized and
condemned the Works Progress Administration for squan-
dering money in a way which they said actually demoralized
the recipients, and they offered as proof the horrible
example, work going on on First Street, east of the Capitol
Plaza, and in front of the Supreme Court Building and the
Library of Congress, where they said there was a large
number of men loafing on the job and sleeping on their
shovels. The gentlemen urged us not to take their word but
to go and see for ourselves.

I had occasion to pass that way this morning, and I not
only looked but inquired, and I found that by far the greater
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part of this work that was going on is the laying of a new
streetcar track by the Rapid Transit Co., the street railway
company of this city. There were a large number of men
on this work. I know both by experience and observation
that when men work for a private corporation they do not
soldier on the job.

Now, the other work is two small sewer connections that
the District of Columbia is putting in, on which the W. P. A,
is paying two-thirds and the District one-third of the cost.
Only about 20 men were engaged on these jobs, and they
were working, This is usually the result when you take up
and investigate these complaints, you find that generally
the most of it is without foundation. But in this case I
am going to follow the example of the critics and advise
that you gentlemen go over and see for yourselves what is
going on in front of the Capitol Grounds and see whether
you can corroborate what I say and find out where the
truth lies. You may get an object lesson in the difference
between looking and seeing.

I shall insert at this point the colloguy between the two
gentlemen who so sweepingly condemn W. P. A, and all its
works and who cite in support of their indictment what they
they think they saw. It is taken from the Recorp of May
7, page 6849.

While I am on this subject I may say that I have found
in the REcorp a statement by the gentleman who furnished
the bulk of the above misinformation that a public golf
course, accomplished as a W. P. A. project in my home city,
is located on the city dumping ground. Since I live adjacent
to this golf course, my word may be taken for the fact that
it is located on the level prairie commanding beautiful moun-
tain ranges, including famous Pikes Peak, all of which region
I have the honor to represent. I find this a most opportune
time to correct the statement of the gentleman,

Mr. Chairman, I believe that the Works Progress Adminis-
tration is doing an enormous task creditably, and that a
whole lot of this so-called boondoggling is the only possible
way in which you can reach all elements of our population.

Artisans and artists must live, as well as common laborers,
and they should be employed in a way that will preserve
touch with their skill and their artistry. I was struck re-
cently by an article devoted to showing that great numbers
of skilled workmen had lost their touch and fitness through
long unemployment at their particular callings, and arguing
that such men could not be rehabilitated by pick and
shovel work and might become permanently disqualified for
their former work even if opportunity offered. It is the
same with musicians, painters, writers, actors, and many of
the so-called white-collar professions and vocations. A
rounded works program calls for a proportionate recognition
of all classes of workers, and W. P. A. is undertaking to do
this. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Col-
orado has expired.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Maas].

Mr, MAAS. Mr, Chairman, I think the position of the
Republicans is quite clear, that we stand for relief. We do
not propose to permit people to starve nor even to be hungry
in this country, but we do take the attitude that the admin-
istration of relief should be divorced from partisan political
control. I understand perfectly that under the doctrine of
“to the victor belongs the spoils”, the party in power has a
perfect right to spend these funds, but when you insist that
the money must be expended by & man who is in no sense
a responsible constitutional official, a man who has never
been voted for by the people, or even by the Senate in con-
firmation, then you subject yourselves to the very strong sus-
picion of a desire mainly for political control. We feel that
this money should be paid in direct grants to the States, and
that the States should be permitted to administer the funds,
and I dare to say if you will make your allocations on that
basis, we will take care of twice as many people in this coun-
try in saving them from want and destitution. People on
the Democratic side are wont to prate about Jefferson and
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take his name so frequently in vain, extolling the virtues of
his philosophy of decenfralized government, yet, in practice,
you indulge in policies which would make even the despised
Hamilton repudiate you. We want relief, but we want the
money to go to people who need it, not to those who admin-
ister it. Why do you insist on a great Federal set-up to
administer this relief unless it is to make political capital
from the sufferings of the people? The simple, plain, eco=-
nomical American way to handle relief would be for the
Federal Government to make its contributions direct to the
States, and then let the States, in their own sovereign power,
administer the funds along with their own relief appropria-
tions. We would have in that way a more economical ad-
ministration, and more people would be taken care of, and
you would not then be subjected to the very logical criticism
that your main interest is political confrol and political
power. If your interest is not partisanship and for the
political advantage you can get in elections by the direct
handling of relief funds through your extra-legal political
bureaus, why do you insist, against all of your highly
expressed principles, in setting up this great Federal bureau-
cracy?

Just why is there need to have this gigantic network of
Federal bureaucrats to distribute relief to the needy? In
every State there are already adequate State-wide and local
agencies to administer relief. Why is it necessary to overlap
and duplicate these local agencies by a Federal domination
unless there is an ulterior purpose? Certainly the present
system of being overrun by hordes of petty Federal bureau-
crats has not resulted in a more economical use of relief
funds. Certainly these Federal agencies are no more com-
petent to direct relief activities than the local officials; in
fact, it is obvious that they cannot know local needs nearly
so well as the local officials.

Certainly there is no ordinary explanation of this new
Democratic Party policy of Federal superstate governments.
No; the explanation has nothing to do with relief of ame-
liorating sufferings of the people. The old Democratic solu-
tion would have been the plain, simple, direct method of
making money grants to the several States as the Federal
Government’s confribution to this problem. What we are
witnessing is a crude, brutal attempt to capitalize the trag-
edy of a depression fo set up an iron-handed political ma-
chine aimed at perpetuation in office by a combination of
public bribery through the use of Federal funds and the
ruthless strangling of any and all opposition by the way the
funds are distributed which amounts to nothing less than
official blackmail.

I call upon the party of State rights to put their principles
into practice and return local control to the States and local
units.

There is no better place to start than upon the adminis-
tration of relief funds.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Min-
nesota has expired.

Mr, TABER. Mr, Chairman, I yield the remainder of my
time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. MarcANTONIO]L.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is rec-
ognized for 4 minutes.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman, it is impossible for
me to present my views on relief in 4 minutes. However, I
take this opportunity to point out certain salient features,
and they are these: First of all, we still have over 12,000,000
unemployed. Despite the so-called recovery in finance,
despite the so-called recovery in production, we still have
over 12,000,000 unemployed. Last year when we appro-
priated $4,800,000,000 we were dealing with 12,000,000 unem-
ployed. We found that amount inadequate. This year, for
the same problem, to deal with the same condition, we are
appropriating only $1,425,000,000. This, to my mind, con-
stitutes a serious reireat on the part of the administration
before the reactionaries who are expressing the view that
relief appropriations should be cut down. The only coura-
geous policy to be followed at this time is to increase this
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appropriation, so as to provide adequate funds in order to
maintain the unemployed in a state of health and decency.

Instead we find that the beat, beat, beat of retreat on the
part of the administration is being reecheoed in the empty
stomachs of the unemployed. Seven hundred thousand men
are being removed from W. P. A. and more will have been dis-
charged by June 30 of this year. What is going to happen to
those 700,000 men? Are you going to have them depend on
private industry? Are you going to throw these 700,000 unem-
ployed on the mercies of the so-called private industry? Are
you going to throw them on the mercies of substandard
wages or are you going to be courageous enough to stand up
in front of the reactionaries and adopt a realistic and sane
policy of adequate appropriation for the unemployed? I
know that it may be expedient to compromise in the face of
the onslaughts of the chambers of commerce and other rep-
resentatives of entrenched wealth—I know that it may be
politically wise to do so, but at the same time you are doing
so at the expense of the unemployed. Not only do you dis-
charge 700,000 men, but you refuse to take on those who have
become in need after November 1935, and in December 1935
you discontinued funds for direct relief, so that today there
are no Federal funds available or being used for Federal
direct relief, and the result is that millions of men, women,
and children in the richest country in the world are today
living on starvation budgets, actually slowly starving to death.
On the one hand you propose a most inadequate appropria-
tion of $1,425,000,000, on the other hand we hear the demand
that we cut down these appropriations. Mr. Chairman, I say
that we must face the people realistically. We must increase
the appropriation so as to care for all of the unemployed.
Let me say that you cannot afford to crucify the unemployed
on the cross of political expediency.

You cannot afford to compromise with the chambers of
commerce and the Liberty League. You started in the right
direction. Finish the job. Do not refreat. The unem-
ployed of this Nation are looking to you for adequate appro-
priations to give the unemployed of this Nation a decent
living during their period of unemployment. Reactionaries
attack the unemployed because they ask for relief. Why
should they not ask for relief? Why are they not entitled
to relief? Is it the fault of the unemployed that they are
unemployed? The unemployed of America want work; they
do not want relief. If they do not get any work, it is not
their fault. Therefore, it is our primary responsibility to
provide for them. Why punish them, since their unem-
ployment is due to no fault of theirs? If is the fault of
an economic system which permits want in a land of plenty.
Such an economic system must be overhauled and eventually
will be overhauled by the American people themselves,
through their Representatives in Congress.

In conclusion, I make this appeal to both sides of the
aisle. Remember, you must face the unemployed in No-
vember. Remember, they are appealing to you today. They
will appeal to you tomorrow and they will continue their
appeal. Increase these appropriations and do not decrease
them. Appropriate sufficiently for the unemployed of these
United States. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he
may desire to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MiTcHELL].

Mr. MITCHELL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, at this point
I desire to extend my own remarks on the Tennessee Valley
Authority.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr, MITCHELL of Tennessee. Mr, Chairman, the people
of my State and of my congressional district are very greatly
and vitally interested in the appropriation carried in this bill
for the Tennessee Valley Authority for the coming fiscal year
of 1937. The sum of $41,117,816 is available in this bill for
flood control and navigation at Wilson Dam and Reservoir,
Norris Dam and Reservoir, Wheeler Dam, Pickwick Landing
Dam, Hiwassee, Guntersville, and McReynolds Dams. All
these projects are worthy and will be most helpful in flood
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control and navigation. Funds are made available also for
surveys and investigations for other main river dams and
tributaries to the amount of $32,000,000.

For the electricity program over $5,000,000 is appropriated.
For fertilizer and agricultural development, $4,484,000. All
these items are meritorious. I regret to see that the Budget
estimate of $43,000,000 for the T. V. A, has been reduced to
$39,900,000.

The development of the Tennessee River has been of ines-
timable value to the people of our State. Cheaper elec-
tricity is now made possible to all the people. The “yard-
stick” is working. New electric lines are being constructed
in many counties in my congressional district in middle Ten-
nessee to take advantage of the T. V. A. rate. Farm homes
are for the first time being furnished with electric current
In many sections of my district. This wonderful convenience
and benefaction has created new interest in farm values and
farm life and given an impetus to the movement of “back to
the farm.” This is important in the development of the
resources of our people and of our common country. The
young people will no longer move to the towns and cities to
have the convenience of the white light. They will find this
now available on the farm in many sections of middle Ten-
nessee where it was not before possible to have it. This
convenience has come as a result of the New Deal,

I recently introduced a bill in the House to so amend the
T. V. A. Act as to include the Cumberland River and its
tributaries within the provisions of said T. V. A. Act, and
thus make possible the development of the Cumberland and
Caney Fork Rivers. This amendment should and, I hope,
will be soon favorably recommended for passage by the
Military Affairs Committee of the House. It has been
passed by the Senate. The bill was introduced by Senator
Locan, of Kentucky, I have assurance that the proposed
amendment will be given a full and careful hearing at the
next session of Congress, when and after the present devel-
opment at Muscle Shoals and Norris have been more nearly
completed, and when figures can then be had upon the earn-
ing power of the present projects.

I wish it were possible to have my amendment adopted at
this session of Congress, so that the present appropriation
bill might provide sufficient funds for the development of
the Cumberland River Valley, and so that work might begin
on the Cumberland and Caney Fork Rivers, and thus make
possible a development in middle Tennessee similar to the
ones now going on in east Tennessee. But I realize that it
takes time for projects of this great magnitude to be devel-
oped. Rome was not built in a day. Neither will the pres-
ent generation witness a full development of the potential
power sites in our country, but no finer opportunities are
afforded for the erection of power dams than those afforded
in the Cumberland River Valley and the valleys of the Caney
Fork. These two great rivers traverse some of the finest
farming lands in the United States. All that the people
now need in these sections to bring about an unprecedented
era of prosperity and improvement is to be afforded cheaper
electricity and the opportunities which follow its develop-
ment, I do not doubt but that the forward steps being taken
by this Congress will be adopted and followed by the next.
The people will not be denied the right to the use of the
rivers, which are the common property of all the people.
They will utilize them. It only requires time for sentiment
to crystallize and the people to become aroused to the fact
that they have in the past been too long profiteered upon by
the utilities and power companies.

These companies have sinned away their day of grace.
They have enjoyed protection all too long through paid
lobbyists who have represented them in the legislative halls.
They must now see the handwriting on the wall. If not,
it is because they are blind to their own surroundings.
Unless they adjust and lower their rates and charges for
electric current they will be faced by an aroused public, and
their days are, and should be, numbered. Some have already
realized the necessity for cheaper rates and have lowered
them, There is ample room for still greater reductions. If
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was only after the T. V. A. was a reality and on the scene
in my State that any reduction in electric charges was made.
The rural communities were ignored altogether so far as
electric service was concerned until the building of the T. V. A.
lines. More power to this great Government agency! It
is a benefaction to all the people. It has made truly a new
empire in the section where its activities have been greatest.

No one dares dispute the record of achievement. The pub-
lic has suffered long and has been most folerant. All agree
that the Tennessee Valley Authority has added untold mil-
lions in material wealth to the sections where they are op-
erating. The values added to the convenience, health, and
happiness of our people cannot be estimated in dollars and
cents. The reduced rates on electricity alone to the people
of Tennessee will equal the amount expended on the T. V. A.
development. Cheaper fertilizers will also be made available
to our farmers. The improvement in the soil and the added
blessings coming cannot be appraised.

Let us continue in this new field of endeavor., Let us
develop all sections of our common country. ILet us no
longer neglect the South, but give it an equal opportunity
with the rest of America. We have suffered in the past
materially because of discriminations in tariff schedules and
lack of sufficient appropriations to develop our natural re-
sources. Let us use the falents given us by a kindly Prov-
idence and make and build a greater Tennessee and a greater
America.

I hope my colleagues in the House will cooperate and help
to pass at the next session of Congress the bill for the devel-
opment of the Cumberland River Valley Authority. The
passage of this measure will afford as great, if not greater,
possibilities for the people than the development in which
we are all so greatly interested now going on at Norris in
east Tennessee. Middle Tennessee is more thickly populated
and has a more productive soil than does east Tennessee,
taken as a whole, Let us continue in this good work. Let no
backward steps be taken, no retreat sounded, but ever a victo-
rious march to build a better and more fit place in which to
live, not only for the present but for all future generations.

Mr, WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he
may desire to the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr.
SHANLEY].

Mr. SHANLEY. Mr. Chairman, for 25 years the British
Empire has been attempting to solve the unemployment
problem, and yet it has not yet obtained the answer. Our
struggle with this all-pervading perplexity has just begun.
Before we take the next step let us ponder carefully and
dispassionately the previous efforts. We need more than
strong adjectives and invectives to solve this twentieth
century gordian knot. For the information of the House I
ask unanimous consent to extend and revise my remarks
and include therein some thoughts on the problem as
handled by the British.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr, WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he
may desire to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. RAYBURN].

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr, Chairman, I think those in charge
of this business of relief in Washington have done a good
job and many of those who are criticizing are just a little
sore because they are not doing the job themselves.

It makes a great deal of difference in the minds of some
people who or what party is doing a job as to whether it is
good or bad. Harry Hopkins and those who have labored
with him have had a stupendous task. Regardless of all
criticism that has been leveled af him and his organization,
I think he has done a splendid job in the administration
of the duties committed to him., His administration with
the money that Congress has appropriated has brought food,
raiment, and shelter o numberless people who would have
gone hungry and been destitute of practically every necessity
of life. Notf only in the feeding and clothing of the hungry
has the Works Progress Administration served the country
but in the one item of building thousands of miles of farm-
to-market roads it has in a great part justified its existence.
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This program has liffed thousands of farmers out of the
mud and put them on all-weather roads so that they can
market their produce at all seasons of the year and, added to
that, make farm life easier and more pleasant.

Out of funds already appropriated, more than a half
billion dollars has been set aside for roads. I, therefore,
take great pleasure in supporting this bill {o carry on these
and other objectives that are being attained under this ad-
ministration. Not only in these things but in others that I
will mention has the administration of President Roosevelf
reached out and touched and helped the plain citizen and
the heretofore forgotten man.

The agriculiural program of this administration has, in
my opinion, done more for agriculture than all other admin-
istrations heretofore piled into one. When I speak of the
agricultural program I cannot but mention my friend and
colleague, MarviN JonEs, chairman of the Committee on
Agriculture, who from his position was the proper man to
sponsor agricultural legislation, and to say that it has been
8 pleasure as well as a privilege to me to follow him and
support him in all of his measures to bring about a better-
ment of agricultural conditions throughout the length and
breadth of the land. We have but to look at the plight of
agriculture on March 1, 1933, and the prices received then
and the prices received now by the farmer to see at a glance
what this program has meant to the farmers. Take a few
examples; cotton, for instance, on March 1, 1933, was selling
at an average of 5.90 cents per pound and on January 1,
1936, at 11.35 cents per pound, an advance of 92 percent;
wheat, on March 1, 1933, 48 cents per bushel, on January 1,
1936, 101 cents per bushel, an advance of 111 percent; corn
was on March 1, 1933, 24.12 cents per bushel, on January 1,
1936, 60.87 cents per bushel, an advance of 152 percent.
Dairy products, cattle, and hogs have had a similar increase.
The average for sweetpotatoes in 1932 was 40 cents per
bushel and in 1935 65 cents per bushel; hogs in 1932 selling
for 3.40 cents per pound and in 1935, 7.30 cents per pound;
beef cattle in 1932, 3.30 cents per pound and in 1935, 5
cents per pound; sheep in 1932, 2.35 cents per pound and in
1935, 4 cents per pound; chickens in 1932, 9 cents per pound,
and in 1935, 13 cents per pound; butter from the farm in
1932, 19 cents per pound, and in 1935, 27 cents per pound.

Take the country as a whole, the yearly average prices of
all groups of farm products increased 66 percent from 1932
to 1935. Take the State of Texas alone, and see what the
figures are, Cash receipts from the sale of principal farm
products in Texas in 1932 were $280,713,000, and in 1935
these same crops sold for $442,310,000, including $68,527,000
in rental and benefit payments. This is an increase of ap-
proximately 58 percent. It took some of our city friends a
long time to become convinced that the problem of the
farmer was their problem also, When the bottom fell out
of farm prices in 1930, 1931, and 1932, factories began to
close, unemployment increased in every city and town in the
United States, for the simple reason that the farmers had
no buying power. It has been my contention for years, and
is now, that if you give the 35,000,000 people on the farms
of America a buying power every portion of the country will
be reasonably prosperous and labor will be employed, fac-
tories will be opened, business will be sound, and banks will
be safe. The great hope, therefore, for the country is for
agriculture, through those engaged in agriculture, to make
the cost of production and have a surplus with which to buy
the things that they need. To retain these vast benefits,
not only for agriculture but for every enterprise and every
business in the land, the fight must be kept up and the ad-
ministration headed by President Roosevelt and backed by
a Congress that will support him should be continued in
office to see that the gains that we have made are not lost,
but that further gains are made until we have a country in
which to live in which there is fair play and justice meted
out to all sections and to all classes. When the impartial
history of these times is written and the writers become sane
and not partisan, President Roosevelt will stand forth as the
outstanding, forward-looking, wise statesman of the age.
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Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I hope that all have
now made our speeches against the bill and that we will get
busy and help pass the bill. I want to ask my brethren on
the other side of the aisle and my colleagues on this side of
the aisle to be as indulgent with the committee as possible
in order that we may be about our business and perhaps
be this afterncon able to go over until Monday.

I ask that the Clerk read the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Vir-
ginia has expired.

All time has expired. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums are appropriated,
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
supply deficiencies in certaln appropriations for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1936, and prior fiscal years, to provide supple-
mental appropriations for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1936,
and June 30, 1937, and for other purposes, namely:

Mr, McLEAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. McLean: On page 2, line 1, after
the word “years”, strike out the remainder of the paragraph,

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. Chairman, it is my policy to look with
favor on all bills for carrying on the activities of the Gov-
ernment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. The
committee is composed of men who have been so long in
service as Members of the House that they have become ex-
perts in governmental affairs and are so familiar with the
needs of the Government that the probable appropriations
can be anticipated far in advance, and their judgment can
be relied upon to such an extent that under ordinary cir-
cumstances with a limited amount of study it is possible to
support their recommendations.

The pending bill is an exception to this rule. It carries
appropriations amounting to $2,363,601,165.11. This amount
is distributed over a number of propositions, any one of
which is worthy of separate legislation and independent con-
sideration, but all being included in the one measure makes
it impossible to diseriminate, and a Member must vote for
all or none. In such a situation one must decide whether
the items he approves are sufficient to justify disregard of
items of which he disapproves. The item of $1,425,000,000
proposed for the Works Progress Administration and $246,-
000,000 for emergency conservation work are of so much im-
portance and involve principles of such magnitude that they
ought not to be tied into this bill, and should be separately
considered on their own merits. Likewise, the items, amount-
ing to $187,800,000 and $270,831,960, or a total of $458,631,860,
for financing the social-security program involve principles
entirely different from the above, and are of so much impor-
tance that they, too, should have separate consideration and
a separate vote on their merits, Those items which are
essentially for deficiencies necessary to be appropriated to
meet requirements of the Government departments are all
that should be included in this bill.

If one approves of the so-called relief items and disap-
proves of the construction and alteration of public buildings
in the District of Columbia or the appropriation for the
T, V. A, he must forego his objections in favor of the public-
works appropriation. As the situation now stands, all other
items in the bill will have to be subordinated to the impor-
tance of the appropriation for the public-works programs.
Like the debris of a tornado, they will be carried along in
the vortex of the big wind, which will blow $1,450,000,000 into
departmental control without limitation or restriction.

What I have said is also true of the appropriation for the
Tennessee Valley Authority. This is not a deficiency appro-
priation. It is the appropriation for their activities for the
year 1937. The principle upon which this appropriation is
based is far different from that of the social-security legis-
lation or the appropriations for public works. To involve
all of these matters may easily lead to confusion and hasty
consideration, which is bound to result in waste and unnec-
essary expenditures.

In order to vote for this measure one should be satisfied
with the wisdom and sufficiency of all of its items. The
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report of the committee in explanation of the items covers
52 closely printed pages. The hearings constitute two vol-
umes—part 1 covering 1,408 pages, and part 2, pertaining
entirely to emergency relief works of the P. W. A., covering
495 pages. The bill itself covers 99 pages, and an intelligent
understanding requires reference to many other documents,
and we are expected to attend faithfully the sessions of the
House. None of the data was made available to Members
until 12 o’clock yesterday, and we are asked to vote intelli-
gently on the measure before the close of today, giving
slightly more than 48 hours to study and understand what
we are doing.

There is also another consideration that makes it difficult,
and it is not going too far to say impossible, to vote intelli-
gently on this measure. This ordinary appropriation bill
disregards the fact that many of the appropriations are not
to carry out projects authorized by Congress, and which have
had the consideration of legislative committees, but the bill
itself authorizes the project for which the appropriation is
made. This practice is unfair to other committees of the
House. When the Committee on Appropriations, in addition
to the duties for which it was constituted, takes it upon
itself to frame legislation which establishes policies, creates
agencies, and confers powers, the legislative committees of
the House are deprived of the functions which they were
created to perform.

The committee by its report admits the irregularity of this
procedure. As a preface to explaining 25 legislative items it
states as follows:

The legislative provisions not heretofore enacted in connection
with any other appropriation bill are recommended.

To make the matter more difficult the hearings before the
Committee on Appropriations are held behind closed doors,
and Members of the House were unwelcome guests. There
is no reason why the situation concerning this bill should
exist. Many of the items have been ready for presentation
to the House for several days while we have been waiting
for this bill to be presented, and much time has expired
during which such items could have had mature delibera-
tion. Instead, they were held in committee to be tacked
onto this important measure and carried through by the
momentum of the importance of the larger items.

There are many items in this bill of which I approve.
There are others of which I very strongly disapprove. There
is ample time to divide the several matters and they should
be divided to give to each the consideration it deserves.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
Jersey has expired.

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman
from New Jersey.

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

For services in compiling, arranging for the printer, reading
proof, indexing testimony, stenography and typewriting, super-
vision of the work, and expenses incurred in the contested-
election cases of the Seventy-fourth Congress, as authorized by the
act entitled “An act relating to contested elections”, approved
March 2, 1887 (U. 8. C,, title 2, secs. 201-226), $750.

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word.

Mr, Chairman, when we reach page 22 of this bill I will
offer the following amendment:

On page 22 sirike out lines 9 to 17, inclusive, and insert in lleu
thereof the following:

“The rates of pay for persons engaged upon any project under
the foregoing appropriation shall be not less than the prevailing
rates of pay for work of a similar nature as determined by the
Works Progress Administration, and in the employment of such

ns upon such projects, preference shall be given to unem-
ployed citizens of the United States listed by the United States

Employment Service, or any agency designated by it, and residing
in the community within which such project is carried on.”

I simply wanted to call this to the attention of the House
at this time so that the Members will know what that
amendment is when we reach page 22.

I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the pro-forma
amendment. '

The pro-forma amendment was withdrawn.
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The Clerk read as follows:
EMPLOYEES' COMPENSATION COMMISSION

* Compensati , Emergency Relief: For adminis-
m%glm and moﬁamt of ccrmpgeynsauon in connection
with the administration of the benefits authorized by section 2 of
the act entitled “ cy Relief Appropriation Act of 1935",
approved April 8, 1935 (49 Stat. 115-119), $6,000,000 of the special
fund set up on the books of the Treasury pursuant to the pro-
visions of the said act shall be available for expenditure during
the fiscal year 1937,

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Rossion of Kentucky: Page 5, line
8, strike out the word “emergency” and the word “work."”

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. We
have passed that paragraph long ago. The Clerk is reading
now on page 7 of the bill.

Mr. ROBSION of Eentucky. It is in the same paragraph.

Mr. WOODRUM. The gentleman said page 5.

Mr. ROBSION of Eentucky. Page 6. We are now on page
7 of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia
press the point of order?

Mr. WOODRUM. I am compelled to do it, Mr. Chairman,
if we ever intend to get through with this bill.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, it is in that
same paragraph. d

The CHATRMAN (Mr, McCormAck). The Chair is ready
to rule. The paragraph to which the gentleman has offered
the amendment has been read and passed. For that reason
the Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Frse: Page 6, line 18, after the word
*“fund”, strike out the words “Emergency Relief.”

Mr, FISH. Mr. Chairman, I am not, of course, in the
confidence of the Democratic Members of the House. I do
not know whether they propose to {ry to earmark the appro-
priations or some of them and place them under the Public
Works Administration. If they propose to do so, or if any
single member on the Democratic side proposes to offer an
amendment, there is at least one vote on the Republican side
that can be counted on. With me it is merely a matter of
principle. I am opposed to granting large sums of money to
the President, whether he be a Republican or a Democrat, or
to any individual. I believe it is a betrayal of our representa-
tive and constitutional form of government. I believe the
control of the purse strings to be the main reason for the
existence of Congress, and that when the Members of Con-
gress, in defiance of the Constitution and practically of their
oath of office, surrender the confrol of the purse strings, they
are betraying their own legislative powers. Already there are
rumors in the country that the House of Representatives
should be abolished.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr, Chairman, a point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of
order.
~ Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that the gentleman from New York is not addressing himself
to his pro-forma amendment. We have been liberal in de-
bate and have not confined it to the bill, as the original
agreement limiting debate contemplated; and I do not think
gentlemen on either side of the aisle should undertake to
make partisan political speeches at this time, and if I can
stop it I am going to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule.

The section under consideration relates fo the Employees’
Compensation Commission.

The gentleman from New York will proceed in order.

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, I have said about all I wanted
to say on the subject, and my views in reference to it are
fairly well known. I doubt if I could change the minds of
many Members of Congress anyway.

I want to vote for the bill; I want to vote for emergency
relief; I want to vote for the Social Security Act and the
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compensation provided in this paragraph; but it is very diffi-
cult for me to vote for it when it involves a departure from a
definite fundamental principle of government.

So far as emergency relief is concerned, I have just come
back from the State of West Virginia, where I spoke last
night and the night before. That State, due to relief money,
may very likely go Democratic. [Applause.] Politics is the
whole purpose of this bill. The bill makes a political football
of relief and plays politics with human misery,

A distinguished Democratic Senator not making this state-
ment in the Senate but in the State of West Virginia rocked
that State by saying that this emergency relief, W. P. A.
Administration, was nothing but a political machine, that
the money was corruptly spent and thrown away. If was
not a Republican speaking, it was a Democratic Senator
elected by the Democratic voters of the State of West Vir-
ginia who made this bitter attack on the waste and misuse
of public funds for relief purposes in his own State.

There is an additional reason I am opposed to this pro-
gram. I believe also that you are creating a gigantic politi-
cal machine at the expense of the taxpayers’ money under
guise of relief. This ought to be sufficient reason for most
of us to vote against it. Mr, Chairman, I hope some Demo-
cratic Member will offer an amendment to earmark the
funds for the Public Works Administration. He will have
considerable support on our side. [Applause.]

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from New York.

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

NATIONAL ADVISOEY COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS

For an additional amount for scientific research, special investi-
gations, and fechnical reporis in the field of aseronautics, includ-
ing the same objects specified under this head in the Independent
Offices Appropriation Act, 1936, $1,367,000, to continue available
until June 30, 1837, of which amount there may be expended not
to exceed $1,100,000 for the construction and equipment of an
additional wind tunnel, and not to exceed $267,000 for increasing
the length of the present seaplane model testing tank and provid-
ing necessary additional equipment therefor.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Chairman, a particular respon-
sibility, in connection with the relief of the unemployed,
rests upon the Federal Government where governmental
action has directly contributed to aggravating the problem.
In such an instance Congress is not permitted to shield
itself behind generalities and commonly accepted principles.
Where unemployment comes about as the result of a law
passed by Congress, the highest duty is laid upon the Gov-
ernment fo afford relief to the suffering workers. Espe-
cially is this the case where the law involves interference
with the normal activities of a business enterprise,

I refer, as a particular instance, to the Guffey coal hill.
It has had effect in my district to reduce the activities of
the mines and to increase the sufferings of the unemployed.
Men who had jobs before the Guffey coal bill was passed
now find themselves out of work as the direct result of its
operations. I could name several mines in my district
which have been forced to shut down because of this law.
It has worked out very much as I believed it was designed
to work, to wit, it has had a harmful effect on the high-cost
mines,

Many of my friends were surprised by the violent and
abusive criticism heaped upon me by a group of so-called
labor leaders in radio speeches on last Thursday night over
station WBRC, Birmingham. My friends knew that I
was an old friend of the men who labor, that I had long been
a believer in the organization of labor and had supported
organized labor in many of its efforts, so that they could
not understand why I should be now abused and vilified by
this group. Some of them perhaps were tempted to say, “I
knew it would come about; I told HuobLEsToN long ago that
labor had no gratitude and that no matter how faithful he
might be, labor would turn against him.” I defend labor
against this charge. Those who spoke over the radio were
not from the rank and file of labor, they were merely labor
politicians who manage to live off other men’s labor without
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doing any labor themselves. Their voice is not the voice of
the rank and file of the men who do the honest toil.

There are, of course, all kinds of labor leaders; some good,
come bad, just as in other groups we find among them some
honest men and some who are crooks; some are loyal to the
cause, others always look out for number one; some are de-
voted servants of the rank and file, others sell them out every
chance they get. These parasites of labor are called “labor
skates”, and it its not fair to condemn all labor because an
occasional unworthy man may be found among them.

My service to organized labor has been on the basis of
principle, I am sympathetic with all men who toil. I be-
lieve in organized labor as the bulwark of all working men
whether organized or unorganized. In serving labor, I have
been no abject slave. I have done what I thought was
right. It has so happened that in the vast majority of
cases I have been able to go conscientiously along with
labor’s program. In a few instances I have had convictions
which did not permit me to do so.

In the list of my votes which these labor speakers criti-
cized were votes on the social-security bill, the holding-
company bill, and the Guffey coal bill. Of these the inter-
est of labor was opposed to the passage of the holding-
company bill as it meant fewer jobs and a reduction in em-
ployment. Probably, except for my efforts, the streetcar
employees of my home city would now find themselves work-
ing for a court receiver if they had any work at all. The
security bill was not a labor bill. In some respects it was
antilabor. It lays a tax up to 3 percent upon the wages of
employees. You will yet hear a lot of complaint about this
measure before we are done with it.

On the Guffey bill I plead guilty, It was a so-called
labor measure. I voted against it. In doing so I incurred
the enmity of John Lewis, president of the United Mine
Workers, and his order for my destruction was sent down
to his handy man, Mr. Mitch, president of the Alabama
United Mine Workers district, who was the leading speaker
against me over radio. I knew that I would have trouble
with Lewis because of my vote on the Guffey bill, but I
could not allow my political interests to interfere with my
duty to my own coal miners and to the other people in my
district who are concerned with the mining industry. I
could not betray my district to save my own skin. The
Guffey bill, as I shall explain later, was aimed directly in
this district and was intended to destroy its mining industry.

Lewis is an able man, but ruthless and tyrannical. He is
now making war on craft unionism and threatens to dis-
rupt the American Federation of Labor. If Lewis has his
way all craft unions will be put out of business.

Lewis proclaims to the world that the trouble with the
mining industry is that we have too many miners and too
many mines and that the welfare of the industry requires
that all high-cost mines be shut down and the industry con-
centrated into the rich coal fields of Kentucky, West Vir-
ginia, Pennsylvania, and the other States of the central ter-
ritory. This means that the industry in the lean coal fields,
such as Alabama, Arkansas, Oklahoma, and elsewhere, will
be destroyed. If Lewis has his way, the production of Ala-
bama coal will be reduced to merely supplying the local
demand. This is what he is driving for.

It is possible that Lewis is right and that if the coal busi-
ness is concentrated in the rich fields, they could be better
organized, wages placed on a higher basis, and everybody
concerned with it benefited. This might be best for the in-
dustry as a whole, but it would be ruinous to our Alabama
coal industry. It would mean starvation to thousands of
families there who live off the coal business. It would strike
a fatal blow to Birmingham, my home city. I would be a
traitor, indeed, if, knowing this as I did, I had supported the
Guffey bill.

This bill was drawn by Lewis’ attorney. He had it intro-
duced and secured its approval by the administration. Then
he sent his henchmen out to get pledges of support from
their Congressmen. Mr. Mitch came to my office and in-
sisted that I support the bill. I did not discuss it with him,
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as I knew it was useless to do so. I made him no promises.
He threatened that there would be a strike if the bill was
not passed, but this did not affect my view. I knew what
this bill was and what it was intended to do. Of course, he
was disappointed. He went out of my office and has been
uttering dire threats and criticism against me ever since.
When I voted against the bill I knew that my doom was
sealed so far as Mitch and Lewis were concerned. His
Thursday night speech was merely carrying out the orders
given Mitch by Lewis.

When the mine workers reorganized in Alabama in 1933
Mitch was sent down here by Lewis to take charge. He had
been for years a hanger-on and handy man for Lewis. He
had been living off the humble mine workers, but it had been
a long time since he had done a stroke of honest labor, He
was about as much of a miner as I am.

Lewis sent Mitch down here to take charge. We had our
old faithful miners’ officials here, such as Joe Clemo and Will
Harrison, but Lewis sent down his own hired man to repre-
sent him. Lewis is in charge of this U, M. W. district. Mitch
merely does what Lewis tells him to do. If he should fail for
a single day to obey his orders, Mifch would go hiking back to
Indiana, where he came from. In only a technical sense is
Mitch a citizen of Alabama. Up until a few weeks ago he was
not a voter in this State. He was just a carpetbagger from
Indiana giving orders to our coal diggers.

Many do not know it, but the fact is that our mine workers’
district is governed by a dictator. The miners are allowed no
voice in governing themselves. - They are ordered to strike
without any vote. Then they are ordered to go back when-
ever Mitch and his boss Lewis want them to go back to work.
They have nothing to say on either wages or conditions.
Mitch is the Hitler of the Alabama mining district, and no
criticism of him or guestion of his authority is tolerated. The
oldest and most loyal member of the mine workers in Ala-
bama was kicked out of the union because he dared to
criticize the autocratic way in which they are ruled.

Mr, Mitch was unused to power in Indiana. When he got
down to Alabama he suddenly found himself a big man and
it went to his head. What is the matter with him is that he
is a dictator through the power of the predominating num-
bers of his mine workers. And there hangs the tale of Ala-
bama labor politics which I am relating,

Labor politicians are also of all sorts and kinds. Some of
them are trying to get political positions, others are seeking
preferment in the labor movement. Of course, some are hon-
est and unselfish men. Among those in Alabama who are
looking for political and labor jobs, it is generally recognized
and well known that they are out of luck unless they are able
to stand in with Mr, Mitch. Mitch has become the labor dic-
tator of Alabama through the power of the mine workers.
They are so numerous that they have a controlling influence
in labor bodies. By making a few shrewd trades Mitch has a
majority at such meetings. Any labor leader who does not
kow-tow to Mitch is cut off from preferment in the organiza-
tions and from any chance to promote his own interests.
This is known to every well-informed labor man in the
Birmingham district.

By the means I have described Mitch was able to contrel
the recent convention of the Alabama State Federation of
Labor., He attended the convention backed with his follow-
ers. It was either knuckle under to Mitch and go along with
him or no labor politician could hope for anything. Mitch
had himself elected as State president. He had others
elected to other offices, and all of them have got to do what
Mitch says or get out. It is small wonder that Mitch has
their help in carrying out Lewis’ orders to destroy me.
This is the explanation of the criticism that they make
against me.

If the Supreme Court does not strike down the Guffey bill,
our poor old coal miners in due time will find out what has
been done to them. They have been betrayed by one who
had sworn to protect their interests. This mining district is
being run not in the interest of the men who work here but
in the interest of John Lewis and in the interest of the rich
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central fields, The time will come when this will be fully
discloced. I am willing to wait for that time in order to
receive the approval which our coal miners ought now to feel
for me. I am speaking now as a matter of duty, not for any
political benefit. I do not want to stir up any strife in the
miners’ unions, but it is my duty to tell these men, hundreds
of whom are my personal friends, that their interests are
being betrayed by those sworn to protect them who have
turned traitor to them, I am not one of these. I have been
faithful.

I will not allow Mr, Mitch and his buccaneers to seize the
good ship of labor in Alabama without telling the crew that

_he is driving them onto the rocks. Under Mitch leadership
the State federation is bound for ruin. If he has his way,
the labor movement in Alabama will receive the hardest blow
that it has ever sustained.

I was not the aggressor in this scrap. Mitch started in on
me first. He deserves fo be exposed. The laboring people
of Alabama, and particularly those connected with the min-
ing industry, should send this Indiana carpetbagger back to
his own home. We have got sense enough to run our own
business. We call on Mr. Lewis: “Take your dictator back;
our miners want the right to run their own affairs and to
control their own business.”

Mr. McFARLANE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition

to the pro-forma amendment.
- Mr. Chairman, I do not want to detain the House un-
necessarily, but under this particular section of the bill,
National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics, I do want
to call the attention of the Members to the importance of
the work of this organization. The information they have
should be made available to all Members of the House at
all times. This bureau collects world-wide information on
the status of all aviation matters. I believe you will agree
with me that it is very important that we annually provide
definite information in the way of charts such as I placed
in the Recorp 2 years ago, showing definitely the exact
status of all war planes and engines in the world, and their
comparative strength. This bureau because of its set-up
can definitely furnish this information and should furnish
it to some agency such as the Congressional Library where
this information may be carefully checked and be avail-
able to all Members of Congress. I have introduced legis-
lation of this kind, and at this point, Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks and make this
bill a part of my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

H. R. 12629

A bill to provide the Congress with information on the state of
development of the aerial war craft of the United States in com-
parison with that of other nations
Be it enacted, etc., That the National Advisory Committee for

Aeronautics shall be required to prepare annually and deposit in
the Library of Congress, the first week in January, 100 copies of a
confidential report for the use of the Military and Naval Affairs
Committees, furnishing essential data with ready-reference charts
and tables comparing the specifications, performance, and other
military qualifications of the war craft of the United States with
those of the other leading air powers of the world. The sources,
both public and confidential, of such information shall be cited
so fully and specifically that the Library of Congress can readily
check or verify all the data of said report.

In preparing this annual report the advisory committee may use
its own secret files, and shall have the cooperation of the United
States Air Service and the use of their secret files. The Library of
Congress shall keep its copies of the report confidential in locked
cases, exmlplt insofar as made public by Congress, and shall
promptly check the statements of the report against information
available in its own collections, and shall file copies of such check
in ready form for use with the report itself,

Mr, STACK. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to return to page 3, line 16, to offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania
asks unanimous consent to return to page 3, line 16, for the
purpose of offering an amendment. Is there objection?

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr, Chairman, reserving the right to
object, and I certainly do not want to be discourteous to
any of my colleagues, but it is going to be absolutely im-
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possible to go forward with this program if we turn back.
I am awfully sorry, but I shall have to object.

Mr. STACK. This message came to me from the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grayl, who asked me to offer
this amendment, but the message came too late. In fair-
ness to him and to the people interested, I think the gentle-
man ought to make an exception.

Mr. WOODRUM. I should like to make an exception, but
there are many Members who want to turn back. One of
our colleagues on the other side wanted to turn back just
a while ago, and I was forced to object.

Mr. STACK. I am not asking for an additional appro-
priation.

Mr. WOODRUM. I appreciate that, and I think all the
Members ought to be treated alike. I objected to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Kentucky, and I am forced to
object to the request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Stacxl.

Mr. STACK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to insert in the Recorp at this point the amendment I was
about to offer.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of
the gentleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

The amendment referred to follows:

Page 3, line 16, after the comma, insert the following names:
V. G. Andrews, Michael Eostick, and Walter O. Stewart, messengers
on night and day duty during the second session of the Seventy-
Fourth Congress, $500 each; in all the sum of $3,500, to be paid
from the appropriation for prinfing and binding for Congress
for the fiscal year 1936.

Mr. WHITE. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last
four words.

Mr. Chairman, I have made some study of this bill, and
I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks at this point
in the RECORD.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Idaho?

There was no objection.

Mr, WHITE. Mr. Chairman and members of the Com-
mittee, the appropriation bill we have under consideration,
among other things, appropriates the money necessary for
unemployment relief for the next fiscal year in the sum of
$1,425,000,000.

Every taxpayer in the United States is interested in how
this money is to be expended.

To provide a means to take care of unemployed labor in
the country, the present administration has created two or-
ganizations—the Public Works Administration, extending to
every State and, I may say, every community in the Nation;
the other, the Works Progress Administration, which is a
reorganization of the Federal Emergency Relief Administra-
tion. The Public Works Administration was the Govern-
ment agency created to finance permanent public-works
projects on a sound and economical basis, constituting an
organization of efficient and trained tfechnical personnel.
Branches in every State have been set up, commonly referred
to as the P. W. A. The record of the P. W. A. in providing
the means for economical construction of permanent and
valuable public-works projects throughout the Nation is too
well known for me to go into details here. Under the plan
of this Administration any projects undertaken will be
financed to insure completion,

It appears that the Works Progress Administration was
created to take up the slack in unemployment, and was
designed and intended primarily to create jobs for the unem-
ployed, and to relieve an emergency in unemployment
throughout the country.

In studying the provisions of this bill we find that no funds
are appropriated for the Public Works Administration, al-
though we know that projects totaling over $700,000,000 have
been examined and approved by the Public Works Adminis-
tration on which work can be started as soon as the necessary
funds are appropriated. It is also well known that in con-
nection with hundreds of these projects communities
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throughout the country have approved bond issues with
the expectation of doing their share only to find now that
the Public Works Administration is unable to proceed because
of lack of funds. While no money is provided to finance
this great constructive program of essential projects, all
funds appropriated in this bill for unemployment relief are
to be handed over to the W. P. A, a temporary emergency
organization.

The money is to be spent on many projects which are of
little permanent value, a considerable number of which will
not be completed. Mr. Chairman, I believe we have met the
emergency situation in unemployment, and the time has
come when any funds spent to relieve unemployment should
finance the construction of permanent projects on a sound
and economic basis. For this reason I am in favor of divid-
ing the proposed appropriation of $1,425,000,000 in this bill
and setting aside $700,000,000 for the Public Works Admin-
istration to finance the projects that have been and will
be approved under the plans and direction of this organiza-
tion, leaving the remainder of the appropriation for the
W. P. A. to carry out the plan for which it was created; that
is, to take up slack unemployment and relieve any emergency.

Mr. Chairman, I propose to vote for such an amendment.

The pro-forma amendments were withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

Printing and binding: For an additional amount for printing
and binding, Smithsonian Institution, including the same objects
specified under this head in the Independent Offices Appropriation
331;,1;3938. fiscal year 1936, $12,000, to remain available until June

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I recently made a public statement in
which I stated I heartily approved of proper relief for the
needy and advocated its management and distribution
through State agencies rather than through regimentation
and bureaucracy here in Washington. I stand on that prin-
ciple now. I think the bill before us, continuing the bungling,
bureaucratic, boondoggling methods in the present distribu-
tion of aid, is entirely wrong. It is wrong from the stand-
point of waste, exiravagance, and graff and from the
standpoint of results. If anyone can claim that the Hopkins’
method of relief expenditure and waste of large sums of
money is anything but a dismal failure, I should like to hear
it. Why continue it?

Mr. Chairman, according to the Treasury’s own figures,
Congress has already appropriated nearly eighteen billions
for recovery and relief, yet we still have 11,000,000 unem-
ployed and 20,000,000 on relief. The necessity for relief
continues unabated, which proves conclusively that the ad-
ministration has failed to solve the problem, or even make
any improvement.

We have nothing to show for the billions that have been
squandered except the size of the national debt, which will
have been piled up to the unprecedented total of thirty-four
billions by next July. This colossal debt will have to be
paid by present and future generations, including the present
beneficiaries of the relief program. After the additional
billion and a half dollars provided by this bill have been
spent we will still have the unemployment and relief prob-
lem with us.

The worst feature of the present relief set-up is that nearly
half the funds are used up in overhead and waste and never
get to those in need. The only thing it has done is to set up
a fine political machine; and I am opposed fo using either
public funds for this purpose or telling those in need that
they must apply to the political machinery of the present
administration in order to get relief. That is entirely wrong
in principle, as well as being a waste and extravagance, so
far as the money of the people is concerned.

Mr. Chairman, I cannot see why as great a committee as
we know the Appropriations Committee is should bring in a
bill here involving $2,364,000,000 without giving the House an
opportunity to see it inside of 24 hours before it is brought
up on the floor, and then brag in the report, as they do, that
it is $23,859,000 less than the Budget estimate. Ii seems to
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me that $23,000,000 in savings is really worth while; but, on
the other hand, when you figure it is only 1 percent of the
tremendous aggregate involved in this bill, it is a very minor
matter to call to the attention of the Members of the House
and the country.

I am absolutely opposed to the conditions under which the
Democratic Party today is offering this bill to the country.
As I have said, I am in favor of relief for the needy, and
always have been, but I wish it were possible to vote on this
matter on the basis of Federal and State cooperation, with
the distribution of funds through State agencies. Let us do
away with this bureaucratic form of government, this waste
and exiravagance, and set up common-sense business prin-
ciples in connection with the use of the taxpayers’' money.

The only real solution of the unemployment problem will
come through increased private employment, but the policies
of the present administration have all tended to harrass
business and prevent or discourage expansion and reemploy-
ment. At the same time, the reckless spending that is going
on and the loose fiscal policy that is being pursued each
generate fear and create uncertainty as to the future. Some
day the Treasury’s ability to borrow money with which to
carry on the administration’s reckless and wasteful expendi-
tures will cease. There will not be any chance of obtaining
further loans, and when that time comes chaos will follow.

If the administration would put recovery ahead of reform,
and would adopt definite and sound monetary and fiscal poli=
cies, business would undoubtedly take great strides forward,
and the necessity for relief would largely disappear. In tha
meantime, however, if the administration of relief expendi~
tures were transferred to the States, with the Federal Gov-
ernment contributing thereto, there is no doubt but that a
great saving in the cost could be effected and that those in
need would be betfer and more adequately cared for.

[Here the gavel fell.]

The pro-forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY ;
For the purpose of out the provisions of the act entitled
“The Tennessee Valley Authority Act of 1833", approved May 18,
1933 (U. 8. C., title 16, ch. 12a), as amended by the act approved
August 81, 1935 (49 Stat. 10756-1081), including the continued con=-
struction of Norris Dam, Wheeler Dam, Pickwick Landing Dam,
Guntersville Dam, and Chickamauga Dam (hereafter to be known
as McReynolds Dam), and the beginning of construction on a dam
on the Hiwassee River, a tributary of the Tennessee River, at or near
Fowler Bend, and the continuation of preliminary investigations
as to the appropriate location and type of a dam on the lower
Tennessee River, and the acquisition of necessary land, the clearing
of such land, relocation of highways, and the construction or pur-
chase of transmission lines and other facilities, and all other neces-
sary works authorized by such acts, and for printing and binding,
law books, books of reference, newspapers, periodicals, purchase,
maintenance, and operation of passenger-carrying vehicles, rents in
the District of Columbia and elsewhere, and all salaries
and expenses connected with the organization, operation, and in-
vestigations of the Tennessee Valley Authority, fiscal year 1937,
$39,900,000: Provided, That this appropriation and any unexpended
balance on June 30, 1936, in the “Tennessee Valley Authority Fund,
1936”, and the receipts of the Tennessee Valley Authority from all
sources during the fiscal year 1937 (except as limited by sec. 26
of the Tennessee Valley Authority Act of 1933, as amended), shall
be covered into and accounted for as one fund to be known as the
“Tennessee Valley Authority Fund, 1937", to remain available until
June 30, 1937, and to be available for the payment of obligations

chargeable against the “Tennessee Valley Authority Fund, 19386.”

Mr, TABER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which
I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Tager: Page 19, line 4, after the word
“Dam"”, the parenthesis, and the comma, strike out the words “and
the of construction on a dam on the Hiwassee River, a
tributary of the Tennessee River, at or near Fowler Bend”: and

line 18, page 19, strike out the sign and figures “$39,900,000” and
insert in lieu thereof “$35,562,772."

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, this is an opportunity to save
$4,337,000 and not appropriate any money for the beginning
of the Hiwassee Dam. The Tennessee Valley Authority was
authorized by an appropriation which was carried last year
to begin construction of this dam. They did not begin con-
struction of the dam, but decided among themselves that they
would like fo begin the construction of a dam known as the
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Fontana Dam, by which they could go to the Aluminum Co.
of America and pay $3,000,000 for a piece of property that I
understand changed hands a little while ago for $250,000.

Mr. Chairman, they came to the committee and asked the
committee to change the language so that, instead of build-
ing the Hiwassee Dam, they could build the Fontana Dam and
go into that matter, but the committee did not give them this
privilege. The committee did insert the language I am trying
to strike out here, which permitted them to go ahead with the
Hiwassee Dam.

The major items of flood control there are the so-called
Norris Dam up the Clinch River, the Chickamauga Dam,
which is above Chattancoga, and the Guntersville Dam below.
It does not seem to me that this dam on the Hiwassee River,
a branch stream, which will cost nearly $20,000,000, should be
proceeded with. It is not necessary from a power standpoint
or a flood-control standpoint, and it is absolutely ridiculous
to go into the proposition. Why not erect the dams that are
already started and not build any more until we know more
about how this is going to work out and see just what kind of
thing it is that is in front of us.

I hope the Committee will adopt this amendment.

Mr, BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to
the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I listened with interest to my friend the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Taser] stating that the
Tennessee Valley Authority proposed to pay the owners of
the Fontana site $3,000,000 for this site. That is not cor-
rect., The proposition was to allow them $3,000,000 worth of
electric energy. They were to pay for the site with the elec-
trical energy to the extent of $3,000,000 at the established
rate.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes.

Mr. TABER. Is it the gentleman’s idea that the $3,000,-
000 of electrical energy is not worth anything?

Mr. BUCHANAN,. It is my idea it is not the same as
$3.000,000 in cash; but this is aside from the question here.

This Congress at the last session made an appropriation
of $1,000,000 to commence the construction of Hiwassee
Dam. The Hiwassee Dam was investigated both by the
Appropriations Committee of the House and the Appropria-
tions Committee of the Senate, and these two committees
came to the conclusion that it is essenfial to the flood-pre-
vention work in this area. It will ultimately produce power,
but there is no intention of pufting in extensive power
machinery at that dam at the time of construction. It is
essential for flood prevention and it is essential for naviga-
tion. Therefore, the committee thinks this provision should
be left in the bill.

Mr. RICH. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last
two words.

I wish to call the attention of the Committee to the fact
that this is another increase for T. V. A. You have been
asked to increase the appropriations for dams for the T. V. A.
for the last 2 years. Where are you going to get the money?
[Laughter and applause.] You will find that the dams that
you are now authorizing will only rise up to damn you in the
future, and it is time you stopped damming this country.
Let me show you that you are doing it. I read on page 19,
lines 1 to 4:

Including the continued construction of Norris Dam, Wheeler
m. Pickwick Landing Dam, Guntersville Dam, and Chickamauga

Do you not think it is time to get the Government out of
all kinds of business that interferes with its citizens? Stop
Russianism, communism, and socialism.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to
the pro-forma amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I do not often take the time of the House,
but there is one thing in this provision of the bill that, in my
judgment, is so well deserved that I could not spare this op-
portunity of calling attention to it.

In lines 3 and 4, on page 19, the name of the Chickamauga
Dam is to be changed to McReynolds Dam.
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Perhaps no Member of Congress is more familiar with the
record of Judge McReynoLps with regard to the Tennessee
River than I am. Ever since he has been a Member of the
Congress he has constantly appeared before the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors from time to time in behalf of some
provision with regard to the Tennessee River. He has shown
more familiarity with it than any other man of my knowledge
who is a Member of this body, and perhaps no one except
the engineers of the War Department is more familiar with
every phase of the Tennessee River, from its head to its
mouth, than Judge Sam D. McREv~NoLps, of Tennessee. I am
heartily in favor of this honor which, it seems, is about to
be conferred upon him. [Applause.]

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, MANSFIELD, I yield.

Mr, McSWAIN. As chairman of the legislative commit-
tee, the gentleman recognizes the great importance of pre-
serving the rights of legislative committees, does he not?

Mr. MANSFIELD, Certainly.

Mr, McSWAIN. And the gentleman recognizes that this
is legislation. I have an amendment that will deal with the
situation at the proper time.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER].

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr, Taeer) there were—ayes 51, noes 102,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr, FORD of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol-
lowing amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 19, in line 2, after the words “Pickwick Landing Dam",
Insert the following: *hereafter to be known as ‘Rankin Dam.'"

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
on that. I wonder if the chairman of the Military Affairs
Committee is going to protect the committee.

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that it is legislation on an appropriation bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi
wish to be heard on the point of order?

Mr. FORD of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I realize that
it is legislation on an appropriation bill, and I submit it to
the Chair for a ruling.

The CHATRMAN. It is very clear that it is legislation on
an appropriation bill, and the Chair sustains the point of
order.

Mr, FORD of Mississippi. Mr, Chairman, I offer another
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 19, line 2, after the words “Pickwick Landing Dam", in-
sert the following: “(known as ‘Rankin Dam').”

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order
on the amendment that it is legislation on an appropriation
bill. If is evidently an attempt to change the name and
call it “Rankin Dam.” It is in the teeth of legislation that
has been attempted time and time again. There are bills
before the Committee on Military Affairs to change the
name of this dam to “Rankin Dam.”

Mr. KNUTSON. I should like to ask the gentleman if it
is not customary to wait until the man is dead before they
name a dam for him?

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes; it is.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi
wish to be heard on the point of order?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, if the Chair
will permit.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Missouri.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, this amend-
ment is not legislation. It is language merely descriptive,
and such amendments have been repeatedly held not to be
legislation.

I recall two decisions on this point. They were made by
one of the greatest parliamentarians who has served in the
House, James R. Mann, of Illinois.
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The first was made in 1905 when an amendment was
offered, I think, to the Naval bill.

The language provided that ships or armament should be
of “native manufacture.” The proposition was defended, as
I recollect, by Mr. Olmsted, of Pennsylvania. At any rate
the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole, Mr. James R.
Mann, of Illinois, held that those words were merely descrip-
tive and that it was not legislation.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. I yield with pleasure to the
distinguished leader on the other side of the House.

Mr. SNELL. If the words are merely descriptive, why
will they have the effect of changing the name of the dam?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. They do not change the name
of the dam. It is not proposed to change the name of the
dam.

Mr. SNELL. But is not that the intention? I call it
legislation. Is not that the intention of the amendment?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The gentleman from New
York, being one of the ablest parliamentarians in the House,
knows that the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole
may not speculate as to the intention of an amendment.
He must predicate his decision on the amendment before
him in the language in which it is written. He cannot go
back of what is on the face of it to surmise what is the pur-
pose of a Member in offering an amendment. This amend-
ment merely further describes the Pickwick Landing Dam; it
does not propose a change in the name; it merely adds the
descriptive language “known as the Rankin Dam.”

Mr. SNELL. What is the purpose of offering that amend-
ment at this time and at this place if it is not to change
the name of the dam?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. As I have said, the purpose of
the proponent is not a question before the Chairman of the
Committee. However, a careful reading of the amendment
indicates that it is offered for the purpose of clarifying the
provision in the bill and more definitely describing the dam,
to which the appropriation applies, and therefore is not sub-
ject to a point of order. Words merely descriptive are not
legislation. 2

Mr. PETTENGILL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Certainly.

Mr, PETTENGILL. If a bill were introduced and referred
to the Committee on Military Affairs to change the descrip-
tion of the existing dam to some other description, would
that be properly referred to a legislative committee?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Of course, no such bill is before
us. The suggestion cannot have the slightest application to
the point at issue.

Mr. Chairman, the same question came up again in 1908.
It is reported, as I recall, in section 8524 of the old supple-
ment to the precedents, and by a coincidence, Mr. Mann was
again Chairman of the Committee of the Whole. In passing
on the question, Mr. Mann again held that words merely
descriptive were not legislation. That is the rule of the
House. Words merely descriptive cannot be construed as
legislation. The question then arises, Is this amendment
merely descriptive? I am certain anyone who reads it
will find it impossible to place any other construction on it.

The additional language makes more definite, more accu-
rate, more specific the particular dam to be provided for.
It merely further describes it. The dam is located adjacent
to Mr. Rangin’s district. Mr., Rangrw has had more to do
with it than any other Member of Congress. He has been
more closely identified with it and has rendered greater
service in the enactment of this class of legislation than any
other Member of the House, and it is only natural that we
should know of it and speak of it as the Rankin Dam, and
to make certain there will be no question about it in the
consideration of this piece of legislation we further
describe it here as the Rankin Dam.

Mr, MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I am glad to yield to my
friend from Texas, the chairman of the Commitiee on
Rivers and Harbors,
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Mr. MANSFIELD. I say to the gentleman from Missourl
that Pickwick Landing is really not the name of the dam
anyway. That is descriptive also. The dam was first au-
thorized in the river and harbor appropriation bill of 1930,
to be located at Pickwick Landing, but the dam has never
been constructed. It is now under construction, but it has
no name in fact.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to
have the gentleman from Texas bear out my contention.
That is all the more reason why this amendment should be
held in order and this language added to the bill. The
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors testifies
to the need of it. He says that the Pickwick Landing Dam
is not the name of it. It is doubly necessary therefore to
designate it by a name about which there can be no doubt,
a name everyone will recognize and understand—the Rankin
Dam.

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, CANNON of Missouri. First let me answer the ques-
fion of the gentleman from Texas.

Mr, McSWAIN. But the gentleman from Texas is in
€rTor.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I shall yield to the gentleman
in time. I am very fond of the gentleman from South
Carolina. He and I are both of Irish extraction. But I
am certain he would not want me fo be discourteous to the
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors by fail-
ing to answer his inquiry. He says that is not the name of
it. Then we must be specific, we must be certain there can
be no misunderstanding as to exactly what dam we are
legislating on; and so to be certain that there may be no
misapprehension, we add the descriptive words “Rankin
Dam.”

I cite the chairman to section 3864 in Hinds’ Precedents
and section 1445 in the supplement. In both those sections
he will observe it is held that words merely descriptive do
not constitute legislation.

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri, Most assuredly.

Mr. McSWAIN. To correct the distinguished gentleman
from Texas [Mr. Mansrrerp], for whom I have the greatest
reverence and respect, I refer the gentleman and the Chair
to the act of May 18, 1933, setting up the Tennessee Valley
Authority, where in section 4, subsection (d), it is specifically
stated that such dams and reservoirs in the Tennessee Val-
ley and its fributaries as in conjunction with the Wilson
Dam, the Norris Dam, the Pickwick Landing Dam, and so
forth, so that it was named by the Congress and approved
by the President on May 18, 1933, 3 years after the act
referred to by the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. That is a question between the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. MansrIeLp] and the gentleman
from South Carclina [Mr. McSwain]. [Laughter.]

Mr,. McSWAIN. Oh, no; it is not.

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. The gentleman from Texas
states the dam has no name and the gentleman from South
Carolina insists that it has. In any event, that is not the
question before the House. But in view of the uncertainty
between the two gentlemen, who should know more about
it than anybody else, let us avoid any possible controversy
as to its identity and insert language that everyone will
understand and approve. Mr. Chairman, the amendment
does not propose to change the name. If merely adds de-
scriptive language more definitely describing it. I submit to
you, Mr. Chairman, that words merely descriptive are not
legislation, and under the law of the House the amendment
is in order.

Mr. SNELL rose.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule, but the
Chair will be glad to hear the gentleman from New York.

Mr. SNELL. I have no desire to take the time of the
House if the Chair is prepared to rule.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the
gentleman from New York,

Mr. SNELL. The only question I wanted to raise is this:
I have no contention with the gentleman from Missouri
IMr, Canwon] relative to descriptive words; but everyone
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knows—and the gentleman admitted in the argument which
he had with the gentleman from Texas—that this is for the
purpose of naming it the Rankin Dam. As far as I am con-
cerned, I would just as soon have that name as any other,
but those are not descriptive words as presented in this
amendment, and everybody in the House knows it,

The CHAIRMAN (Mr, McCormack). The Chair is pre-
pared to rule. The Chair entirely agrees with the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. CannNon], with reference to the use of
descriptive words. Therefore, the question in the mind of
the present occupant of the chair is whether the amend-
ment is descriptive or whether it constitutes legislation.
Without regard to whether or not it brings about a change
in the name of the dam from “Pickwick Landing Dam” to
“Rankin Dam"”, it is the opinion of the Chair, with profound
respect for the opinion of the gentleman from Missouri, one
of the outstanding parliamentarians of all time, that the
amendment does not constitute descriptive language; that
it constitutes legislation. It is an addition to the language
used in this bill. The Chair would rule the same whether
or not the legislation referred to by the gentleman from
South Carolina [Mr. McSwamn] contained the words “Pick-
wick Landing Dam” or not, because that name is included
in the bill now before the House.

Profoundly respecting the views of the gentleman from
Missouri, and with considerable hesitation in disagreeing
with him, it is the opinion of the Chair that the point of
order is well taken, and the Chair therefore sustains the
point of order.

Mr. McSWAIN, Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. McSwain: Page 19, line 3, after the
word “dam”, strike out the parenthesis and the words “hereafter
to be known as McReynolds Dam”, and the parenthesis following
sald words.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WHITE. Is this offered as a point of order or as an
amendment?

The CHAIRMAN. It is offered as an amendment by the
gentleman from South Carolina.

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman from South Carolina does
not raise a point of order, then?

Mr. McSWAIN. I could not raise a point of order.
points of order were waived.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina
has offered an amendment which has been reported by the
Clerk, and the gentleman is now recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment
from a strict sense of duty, as chairman of the legislative
committee having charge of this matter. From what you
have heard here you have already seen just where we will
get if we start naming dams for Members of this Congress
while they are still living. You see plainly where we will
get. I will explain just why it is that, although there are
several bills pending before the committee that has jurisdic-
tion, as has been held by the Chairman [Mr. McCorMACK],
this cannot be done. There is one bill, offered by the gen-
tleman from Idaho [Mr. Warrel, to name the Pickwick
Landing Dam the John E. Rankin Dam. There is one by
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. CHANDLER] to name it
the Senator McKellar Dam. There is another one by the
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. McGeHEE] to name it the
Percy Quin Dam; and there is another one pending, offered
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, StarNes] to name the
Guntersville Dam the Franklin D, Roosevelt Dam,

The committee has not considered any of those bills. We
have had to explain to the gentlemen who have been urging
the consideration of those bills the situation we got into the
last time. What was it? The last time, when the T, V. A.
amendments were before this House, on motion by the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Faopis], this House unani-
mously adopted an amendment to name Pickwick Landing
Dam the “Percy Quin Dam.” Percy Quin was formerly
chairman of this Committee on Military Affairs and literally
gave his life on the 4th of February 1932, fighting the Power

All
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Trust and fighting the Fertilizer Trust to keep them from
getting possession of this great natural resource down
there, When the bill went to the Senate and went to con-
ference, what were we met with? We were told by the
Senate conferees that, even though it was named for a dead
man, a former chairman of the committee which had juris-
diction of the matter, a man who gave his life as an evidence
of his devotion to the cause of agriculture and adequate fer-
tilizer from that great resource, yet if we started this kind
of thing and let it go through, it would produce heartburn-
ings among others that they had not been thus honored. It
would cause trouble, and they said, “We, the Senate con-
ferees, beg you, the House conferees, not to insist upon this
amendment, although the House has unanimously agreed
to it.”

Now, we agree to that, but we first had an agreement with
the Senate conferees. The men who will probably be in
charge of any legislation of this sort in the future agreed to
this effect, that they would notify the directors of the T. V. A.
that no more dams should be named by them for anybody,
dead or alive, and that hereafter the committees of the Houses
having jurisdiction of these matters would recommend to the
Houses to name dams only for dead people. That is why we
have not considered your bills, you the authors of these
several bills referred to; we have stuck to that agreement.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman may proceed for 5 additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McSWAIN. I yield.

Mr. SNELL. Would it be possible during the expansion of
this T. V. A. to build enough dams so that every deserving
Democrat could have his name on a dam? [Laughter.]

Mr. McSWAIN. I had hoped that the distinguished chair-
man of the Committee on Appropriations, who was active in
regard to the legislation before this House on T. V. A. a year
ago, every one of whose amendments I supported, and to
whom I reported as to the progress of the conference—I had
hoped that he would see the wisdom of respecting the legis-
lative committee here and would not oppose this amend-
ment. I am asking him now if he will not agree, because do
we not all see where it is going to lead? If you let this stay
in, then JorN Ranxin and all his friends will be sore because
they have been cut out.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McSWAIN, I yield.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that all debate on this amendment close in 5 minutes after
the gentleman from South Carclina concludes his statement.

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Caro-
lina yield for the purpose of submitting this unanimous-
consent request?

Mr. WOODRUM. It is merely to expedite the considera-
tion of the bill.

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield for that purpose.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks
unanimous consent that all debate on this amendment close
in 5 minutes after the gentleman from South Caroclina has
concluded his statement. Is there objection?

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. McSWAIN. I yield.

Mr. MAVERICK. Was a noted battle fought there?

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes; the Battle of Chickamauga was
fought upon the high ground just above there, and it is a
historical name that will stay in history for all time. Tens
of thousands of men took part in that desperate battle. It
is a name that should stand and be kept in memory forever.

Now, I love my friend from Tennessee, and I have honored
him; I have paid tribute on this ficor to the part he has
taken. The Recorp will show that I have spoken for him;
but if we start this, Mr. Chairman, I will tell you where we
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are going to end: When it gets to the Senate there will be
a scramble to strike out the House name and put in the name
of some Senator. We had better be careful. We had better
name it the Andrew Jackson Dam or the Andrew Johnson
Dam, or the James K. Polk Dam—after men from Tennessee
who became Presidents of the United States.

Mr, WHITE. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McSWAIN. I yield.

Mr. WHITE. Is it not a fact that the Norris Dam was
named after a living Senator—Senator Norris?

Mr, McSWAIN. Yes; and Senator Norris agreed it should
stop right there. He expressed regret it had been done. He
was one of the Senate conferees.

Mr, WHITE. I would agree to that, too, had I been in
his place.

Mr. McSWAIN. He did not start it. He regretted it, and
I believe he was as sincere in that as in anything else he ever
said.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that all debate on this amendment may close in 5 minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Virginia?

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all debate on this amendment may close in 10
minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Virginia?

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, this is a controversial amend-
ment, I object.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate
on this amendment close in 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Virginia.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to
the amendment. First, gentlemen, let us cool down. We are
spending about half an hour over the mere name of a dam
in a bill that carries $2,365,000,000. It looks to me like
foolishness, and we should stop. That is why we want this
debate closed.

First, I want to vindicate the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. McRey~oLps] from initiating the naming of this dam
for himself. It was not initiated by him; he had nothing to
do with initiating it. In fact, the bill follows what now is
the name of the dam down there in his district. They had a
great gathering down there when it was known this dam was
to be constructed, a barbecue, or whatever you want to call
it. They were his constituents; his people; Tennesseans. A
motion was made and unanimously carried that the dam be
named “McReynolds Dam.”

The committee adopted the name which had been sug-
gested by the people who live where the dam is being
constructed.

Mr. MAY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCHANAN. I yield to the gentleman from Eentucky.

Mr, MAY. Can the gentleman inform the Members of the
House that there was nobody in that vast crowd that spon-
sored the naming of this dam who was friendly to the
gentleman?

Mr. BUCHANAN. Of course, his friends sponsored the
name down there. Now, one word as to what the gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr, McSwain] and his colleague in
the Senate decided to do. They do not want to name any-
thing for a living man. Do we have to die and go to that
great unknown in order to receive a little honor and recog-
nition at the hands of our Government? I am one of those
who believe in giving flowers to the living as well as to the
dead.

Mr. Chairman, Mr. McRev~NoLps has made a splendid
Congressman. He has devoted his life work o getting this
dam started. I think it would be very befitting to name it
after him.

Mr. SNELL, Will the gentleman yield?
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YMI:.. BUCHANAN. I yield to the gentleman from New
or

Mr. SNELL. Regardless of the merits of the individual
service that any of these gentlemen may render in the
House, does the gentleman think it is good policy to nams
these public projects that happen to be in a certain Con-
gressman’s district after that Congressman?

Mr. BUCHANAN. If it is in the Congressman’s district
and he has devoted his life and energies to it, and made
sacrifices for it, I have no objection to that procedure, and
I think it would be a just and honest tribute to pay to the
Congresman. God knows, we get few tributes otherwise.

Mr. Chairman, that is all I have to say. My friend from
South Carolina [Mr, McSwaIn] says this is legislation on an
appropriation bill, but remember this does not come within
the ruling of the Chair. The Pickwick Dam was named in
the law that created the Tennessee Valley Authority. The
Chickamauga Dam is not. We have followed Mr. Mc-
REeyNoLDS’ own constituents in the naming of this dam.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. BYRNS. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to take up the
full time allotted me under the rules of the House. It is
well known by the Members that I have rarely taken the
floor upon controversial questions because, as a matter of
fact, presiding over the House as I do, I have always felt
that insofar as possible I should maintain a nonpartisan
attitude. But this dam is located in my own State. I know
something of the work that the distinguished Congressman
from the Third District of Tennessee has done with refer-
ence to the establishment of this dam. I therefore feel that
I should be excused if I take this opportunity to express my
own personal opinion and my own personal hope with refer-
ence to the pending amendment,

Mr. Chairman, I know what Judge McREyNoLps has done
with reference to the establishment of this dam. I know,
and I choose my words when I make this statement, that if
it had not been for Judge McReyNoLps there would be no
dam there at the present time. It might have come in the
future. It was due to his earnest insistance and his knowl-
edge of the necessities of the situation that the dam was
located there and is now in process of construction. I think
this is a merited tribute to pay to the gentleman, and I think
it is a deserving honor to call it McReynolds Dam in recogni-
tion of his work. [Applause.]

The people down in his district who are familiar with his
work, who are familiar with what he has done, desire this
dam to be named the McReynolds Dam in recognition of his
faithful service as their Congressman. I think the same
might properly be said of the entire State of Tennessee,

Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment will be defeated.
I cannot agree with those who say that because Judge Mc-
REeYNoLDS is living this dam should not be named for him.
Congress can take care of those things in the future. Con-
gress can distinguish in the future with reference to the
naming of dams or any other Government activities in the
Nation. I think this is a case where his colleagues who
respect and admire him have the opportunity not only to
do him honor, but to do him justice by the rejection of this
amendment. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr.
McSwaIN].

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. McLean) there were—ayes 40, noes 110.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. PrarsoN: On page 19, line 8, after
the word “river”, insert the words “and the beginning of construc-
tion of a dam on the lower Tennessee River.”

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, a point of order.

Mr. PEARSON. Will the gentleman withhold his point
of order?

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
against the amendment.
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Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Chairman, this amendment, if
adopted, will provide for the beginning of construction dur-
ing the next fiscal year of a necessary dam on the Tennessee
River.

The amendment, if adopted, will not increase the amount
of appropriation carried in the bill, nor will it increase the
expenditures ultimately expected to be made by the Tennes-
see Valley Authority if Congress continues to approve the
plan as outlined by that Authority. It simply carries a spe-
cific authorization for the beginning of construction of a
dam on the lower Tennessee River during the year 1937
instead of 1939. It happens to be a dam which the directors
of the Tennessee Valley Authority have already definitely
approved and one which they say will be necessary in order
to complete a unified system of transportation on the river.

Under the committee report and under the provisions car-
ried in this bill, there has been allocated for exploring and
for preliminary investigations for a dam on the lower Ten-
nessee River the sum of $650,000. You will find this in the
committee report when, as a matter of fact, the directors
of the Authority, in their report rendered to this Congress
on April 1, definitely state that the dam is to be located at
a point near Gilbertsville, Ky. So any investigating or any
exploring to the extent of over one-half million dollars is
absolutely unnecessary, uncalled for, and would be a useless
expenditure of that sum of money.

I am offering this amendment in good faith, and I am not
offering it for the purpose of obtaining a dam in my district.
As a matter of fact, this dam, according to present plans, is
to be located in the district of the gentleman from Kentucky
[Mr. GreEcorY], but not far removed from my district.

Mr. Chairman, the Directors of the Tennessee Valley
Authority are preparing and planning to build a dam across
the Tennessee and the Ohio Rivers at Paducah, at an ex-
penditure of $200,000,000, if the Congress should approve it;
and in the event a dam is constructed on the lower Tennessee
at or near Gilbertsville, or at Aurora, as originally planned,
it will cost $60,000,000 to construct it, and for this Congress
to authorize its immediate construction will mean a saving to
the taxpayers of this country in the amount of $140,000,000
unless the plans of the Directors of the Authority go awry.

I am not objecting to the Ohio River being developed when
and if it becomes necessary, but I say it is the duty of the
Congress to require the Tennessee Valley Authority to com-
plete the program for which it was created—and that is, the

-full development of the Tennessee River—and not permit it
to branch out in exploiting other rivers until this program
has been completed.

[Here the gavel fell.]l

Mr. COOPER of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that the gentleman may proceed for 5 addi-
tional minutes. ¥

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Tennessee?

There was no objection.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I would like to see if we
can get a unanimous-consent agreement to close debate on
this amendment in 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman understands there is a
reservation of a point of order pending?

Mr. McLEAN. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman from
Virginia yield?

Mr. WOODRUM. Certainly.

Mr. McCLEAN., Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment which
I would be pleased to withhold, but I would like to have 3 or
4 minutes to make some observations, and if I could have this
time in opposition to the pending amendment I shall withhold
my own amendment,

Mr. WOODRUM. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent that all debate on this amendment close in 10 min-
utes following the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee,
who has just been granted an additional 5 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.
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Mr, PEARSON. Mr. Chairman, I shall not take the addi-
Eiiom.l 5 minutes, but I want to make this further observa-

on.

One week ago yesterday the two Senators from Kentucky
and the two Senators from my own State and the Repre-
sentative from Kentucky [Mr. Grecory] and myself had a
conference with the President of the United States with
reference to the amendment to which I am now addressing
myself, and the President expressed his approval of the
amendment which I am offering, stating that he had no
desire or disposition to agree to anything which would upset
the balanced plan of procedure as outlined by the directors
of the Authority, but that this dam on the lower Tennessee
had to be completed before the projects outlined by the
Authority would ever be worth anything and that he per-
sonally acquiesced in the beginning of immediate construc-
tion of a dam on the lower Tennessee and would have no
objection to increasing the allocation of $650,000, as shown
in the committee’s report, to $1,000,000 for the purpose of
using the appropriation in actual construction work on this

yiel}flr? MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman

Mr. PEARSON. I yield.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Is it not a fact that the construction
of this dam is necessary to link the Tennessee with the Ohio
for navigation?

Mr. PEARSON. The money heretofore spent on the Ten-
nessee River will never be of any value to the people from
Pickwick Landing Dam to Paducah, Ky., until this dam is
completed. It is about 264 miles from Paducah to Pickwick
Landing Dam, and the construction of & dam at Gilberts-
ville, Ky., or Aurcra, will guarantee a 9-foot uniform chan-
nel in the river from the dam site to Pickwick Landing Dam,
and without it no transportation facilities will ever be avail-
able on that section of the river, and without this the people
that far removed from Pickwick Landing Dam no doubt will
be deprived of the privileges of cheap power.

Mr. Chairman, I am not asking for a dam simply because
I think it would be advantageous to me to have it in this
section but I am trying to get it in order to unify the pro-
gram which this Congress has authorized the Tennessee
Valley Authority to carry out and to forestall the Authority
in its evident desire and ambition to embrace the Ohio, the
Tennessee, and perhaps other rivers, and undertaking to put
over an impracticable, extremely expensive, and indefensible
program. I had hoped the committee would accept my
amendment, and in any event I trust it will be approved by
the committee.

[Here the gavel fell.]

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York
insist upon his point of order?

Mr. TABER. I do, Mr. Chairman,
mﬂ'I;he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of

T.

Mr. TABER. That it is legislation on an appropriation
bill and is an item not authorized by law.

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman
from New York to withhold his point of order?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to have some
information from the gentleman from Tennessee. Will the
gentleman from Tennessee point out to the Chair any exist-
ing law which authorizes the construction contemplated by
the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee?

Mr. PEARSON. The act which created the Tennessee
Valley Authority provided for the construction of necessary
dams on the river to carry out the projects stated therein—
that is, for national defense and navigation.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, in order to make my point
of order clear, let me say that this is beyond the scope of
the Tennessee Valley Authority. The word “necessary” re-
quires the fact to be established in ruling upon the language.

It was stated by the Tennessee Valley Authority in the
hearings that this Gilbertville proposition involved a dam
and a canal—a large dam in the Ohio which would cover
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operation of both the Cumberland and the Ohio as well as
the Tennessee. This Tennessee Valley Authority relates

only to the dams entirely within their authority covering the’

Tennessee only, This goes beyond the scope of the Tennes-
see Valley Authority.

Mr. HILL of Alabama rose.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama
wish to be heard on the point of order?

Mr. HILL of Alabama. I do. Mr. Chairman, the amend-
ment is clearly in order. I call the Chair’s attention to sec-
tion 2, subsection (j), of Public Law 412, Seventy-fourth
Congress, which is the amendatory act of the Tennessee
Valley Authority.

In setting out the power of the Tennessee Valley Author-
ity to build dams, it says:

Bhall have power to construct such dams and reservoirs in the
Tennessee River and its tributaries as in conjunction with the
Wilson Dam, the Norris Dam, the Wheeler Dam, the Pickwick
Landing Dam, now under construction, will produce a 9-foot
channel in said river and maintain the water supply from Knox-
ville to its mouth and best serve to promote navigation in the
Tennessee River and its tributaries and control the distribution
gfmﬁwatemmmemmeemdepim“mw

I think under the language there can be no question but
that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ten-
nessee is in order. The language authorizes construction of
any and all dams that may be needed for flood control and
navigation of the Tennessee River. All dams from Knoxville
to the mouth of the river are authorized. The amendment
of the gentleman from Tennessee is undoubtedly in order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. The
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PEARSON]
inserts, after the word “river”, line 8, page 19, the words
“and the beginning of construction on a dam on the lower
Tennessee River.,” The question as it appears to the Chair
is whether or not there is any existing law which authorizes
the construction of such a dam. The gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr. HiL] has referred to Public, No. 412, of the first
session of the Seventy-fourth Congress, which the Chair
reads—and, by the way, it is an amendment to the original
Tennessee Valley Act:

Sec. 2. That subdivision (]) of said section 4 of said act be, and
the same is hereby, amended to read as follows:

“(j) Shall have power to construct such dams and reservoirs
in the Tennessee River and its tributaries, as in conjunction with
Wilson Dam, and Norris, Wheeler, and Pickwick Dams,
now under construction, will provide a 9-foot channel in the said
river and maintain a water supply for the same from Knoxville
to its mouth, and will best serve to promote navigation on the
Tennessee River and its tributaries and control destructive flood
waters in the Tennessee and Mississippi River drainage basins; and
shall have power to acquire or construct power-houses, power
structures, transmission lines, navigation projects, and incidental
works in the Tennessee River and its tributaries, and to unite the
various power installations into one or more systems by trans-
mission lines. The directors of the Authority are hereby directed
to report to Gonsresa their recommendations not later than April
1, 1936, for unified development of the Tennessee River

system."”

In the opinion of the Chair, the language just read con-
stitutes an authorization for the appropriation, and the
Chair overrules the point of order and holds the amendment
to be in order.

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. Chaiman,lrmemoppositiontothe
amendment. The purpose of my observation at this time is
to-draw attention to the fact that, in my judgment at least,
the Tennessee Valley Authority is not worthy of the confi-
dence of Congress. There is a provision of law which re-
quires that its accounts shall be examined by the Comp-
troller General of the United States. That is not being
done.

Mr. COOPER of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, with all due
deference, I am bound to say that the gentleman is not dis-
cussing the amendment under consideration. I do not
think it is fair to take up the time definitely allofted for
the consideration of this amendment by making a general
speech on the subject of the T. V. A.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey will
proceed in order.
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Mr. McLEAN., No further appropriations should be made
for any dams until the Tennessee Valley Authority submits
its accounts to the Comptroller General and they.are ex-
amined by him, so that the report required may be made to
Congress. It was the intention of Congress that the ac-
counts of the Tennessee Valley Authority should be con-
trolled through examination of the Comptroller General of
the United States, but they have contrived to deny the
Comptroller General of any supervision, and there is now
no way of ascertaining how the funds allocated to this or-
ganization are used, except from such information as they
themselves care to disseminate, and the reports which the
law provides should be made for the information of Congress
have not been made this year and will not be made in the
future unless Congress takes appropriate action. The Ten-
nessee Valley Authority in the first year and a half of its
existence had spent over $110,000,000 and had obligated the
Government far in excess of that amount. In a recent re-
port they forecast expenditures of more than $379,000,000,
and this estimate is made with reservations, which plainly
indicate a far greater cost. The law creating the Tennessee
Valley Authority intended that it should be in part a self-
sustaining undertaking. To date there is no record of any
receipts having come {o the Government as a result of the
operation, and the directors have so enlarged their activities
that they are now overlapping and duplicating the work of
many Government departments.

By admission of the Authority, completed work and work
now under way call for expenditures of $339,000,000. This
does not include all revenue received from the sale of elec-
tric power generated and sold at Muscle Shoeals since June
1933 and used by the Authority; nor does it include the cost
of 34 conservation camps and an army of P. W. A. workers
put at the disposal of the Authority in that area; nor does
it include large sums from other sources allocated and used
for various activities only indirectly connected with dam
building, flood control, and national defense, Until its na=
ture, sequence, and ultimate cost are determined, no further
appropriation should be made for this undertaking. The
unexpended balance of the appropriations should be used to
arrive at a logical and sensible plan.

At the last session of Congress the charge was made that
the Tennessee Valley Authority was proceeding with its ex-
travagant spending without a logical, prearranged program,
and contrary to the orderly procedure arranged by Congress.
Its directors were unable to advise Congress of their inten-:
tions or what the ultimate cost was going to be, and Con-
gress directed that a report covering these matters be mada
prior to April 1, 1936. This report was submitted 1 day be-
fore it was due, and supports the contention that the man-
date of the original act as to future development has been
ignored; that at best the plans of the Authority are vague
and indefinite. I quote from this report:

In the period of less than 9 months allowed by the act for the
preparation of this report, In addition to planning and superin-
tending the construction of dams for which appropriations have
been made by Congress, a very large amount of work has been
done at numerous other sites in the preparation of this report. A
large staff has been engaged in field surveys, In making borings,
and in the preparation of comparative plans and estimates at the
various sites. The estimates here given are prellminary and are
made without full information as to such factors as foundation
conditions, the amount of highway and rallway relocation neces-
sary, the cost of land, and the amount of reservoir clearing
required.

That quotation ought to prove that the Tennessee Valley
Authority had no program as charged, that it has no pro-
gram now, and that no one can tell what the ultimate cost
to the Government is going to be because the Authority
itself does not know.

Mr. BUCHANAN arose.
ﬁs'gleCHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman

Mr. BUCHANAN. To oppose the amendment. How much
time remains on the amendment, Mr, Chairman?

The CHAIRMAN, There are 8 minutes remaining.

Mr, BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire that my
colleague from Kentucky [Mr. Grecory] I shall have some
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time, and if it is agreeable, I shall be very glad to divide the
remaining time with him and ask the Chair to notify me at
the end of 4 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Chair will con-
form to the unanimous-consent request of the gentleman
from Texas.

There was no objection.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I think the commence-
ment of the construction of this dam comes too early. I do
not think a proper investigation has been made. This sub-
ject was under consideration in the last Congress and money
was given them for further research and $650,000 more is
carried in this bill for investigations and surveys relating to
it. The dam will cost, according to the estimate, $60,000,000.
What is the picture? It is close to the Cumberland River
and the Ohio River. The T. V. A. board envisions that ulti-
mately also a dam will be put across the Ohio at the mouth of
the Cumberland and then a canal will be dug 2% miles to
connect the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers. That cost
would be $150,000,000. Mr. Chairman, it is too large a project,
involving too much money, without further investigation. I
am not condemning the project. We may authorize it next
year or the year after, but I do not think we ought to enter
into any project involving the expenditure of $60,000,000
and this further possible $150,000,000 until we know what the
ultimate cost will be.

The Tennessee Valley Authority with this proposition is
extending its jurisdiction outside of the Tennessee Valley
into another State, over another river, the Ohio River, and
it is plain that they will get assistance from the Army
Engineers, I think we should have enough of an investiga-
tion to know what we are doing or to what extent we are
involving the National Government. That is my position.

One other thing. The purpose and practically the only
purpose of the dam on the lower Tennessee River is to get
a 9-foot channel from the mouth to Knoxvillee With the
completion of the dams now under way, we will have a
7-foot channel, but the Aurora Dam or the Gilbertsville Dam
is necessary for a 9-foot channel. Let us complete some
of these other dams first. They say they are going to get
large revenue from the sale of electric energy. Let us
develop this T. V. A, project reasonably and not try to rush
every part of it at one time. [Applause.]

Mr. GREGORY. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that
my time will not permit me to go info this situation as I
should like to do.

The chairman of the commitiee has reported that this
dam somewhere in the lower Tennessee Valley is necessary
in order to carry out the original project. That is admitted
by all people. I want to know why in the name of common
sense the most essential dam in the whole project shall be
left out while they are going up on nonnavigable streams,
up in the mountains of eastern Tennessee, Alabama, North
Carolina, and various other places. I think probably they
are necessary for the conservation and the holding back of
floodwaters down there, but I take the opposite view from
the chairman of the committee. The first thing we should
do is build the most important dam and see what it will do.
Then when an opportunity is presented and we find neces-
sity for it, we can build these other dams on the tributaries
up in the mountains.

I am like the gentleman from Tennessee. I am not both-
ered about what the name of this dam shall be at all. If
you will put it down there, we will be satisfied with the dam
and we will not expect the Tennessee Valley Authority to
teach us about thoroughbred cattle or anything like that.
We are not trying to dam the Ohio River or the Cumberland
River or any other river; but I do think it is a sensible
proposition, if they are going to build a dam on the lower
Tennessee River, to take into consideration the future. If
dams are to be built upon the Ohio or the Cumberland or
any other rivers in that vicinity, they certainly ought to be
built so as to be of some value to such future development
as may be necessary. But there is no opposition here now
to do anything on the Ohio or the Cumberland or any other
river., The proposition is plainly fo start the building of &

dam on the lower Tennessee River, which all agree is essen-
tial. It has been so regarded by the Tennessee Valley Au-
thority. It has been so regarded by the Army engineers in
the report of 1930 on the rivers and harbors act.

There is no reason in the world why we should not have this
two or three hundred thousand additional money given to
us in order that the construction of this dam may be started
this year. We feel that the folks in western Kentucky and
western Tennessee are entitled to some of the distribution of
this fund. If is an absolute necessity for the unified control
of the Tennessee River to make it navigable. As it is now,
building these dams as they are now building them, you have
a series of nice little lakes up in the mountains of eastern
Tennessee, but by the building of this dam here you will
create a great navigable stream, and the others can be built
as opportunity is presented.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. GrecorY] has expired.

The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PEARSON].

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. PearsoN) there were ayes 32 and noes 69.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. SHORT. Mr, Chairman, I offer an amendment. -

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. SHorT: On page 20, line 4, after the
figures *“1936", insert: “Provided, That each Democratic Member of

the House shall have named after him some public work costing
not less than $10,000,000.”

[Laughter.]

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, while I think there is
much merit in the amendment, yet I am forced to make a
point of order against the amendment. [Laughter.]

Mr. SHORT. Will the gentleman withhold his point of
order for half a minute? :

Mr. WOODRUM. I must insist on an immediate ruling on
the point of order, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for 30 seconds.

The CHATRMAN., Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Missouri?

Mr. DUNN of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I object.

The Clerk read as follows:

WORES PROGRESS ADMINISTRATION

To continue to provide relief, and work relief on useful projects,
in the United States and its territories and possessions, by the
Works Progress Administration, $1,425,000,000, to remain available
until June 30, 1937 (except as herein otherwise authorized) :
Provided, That this appropriation shall be available for the fol-
lowing classes of public projects, Federal and non-Federal, and the
amounts to be used for each class shall not, except as hereinafter
provided, exceed the respective amounts stated, namely: (a)
Highways, roads, and streets, $413,250,000; (b) public buildings,
$156,750,000; (c) parks and other recreational facilities, including
buildings therein, $156,750,000; (d) public utilitles, including
sewer systems, water supply and purification, airports, and other
transportation facilities, $171,000,000; (e) flood control and other
conservation, $128,250,000; (f) wmte-conar projects, $85,500,000;
(g) women’'s projects, £85,500,000; (h) miscellaneous work proj-
ects, $71,250,000; (i) National Youth Administration, $71,250,000;
and (j) rural rehabilitation and relief to farmers, $85,500,000:
Provided further, That the amount specified for any of the fore-
going classes may be increased by not to exceed 15 percent thereof
by transfer of an amount or amounts from any other class or
glrsi.:stc;s in order to eflectuate the purposes of the foregoing appro-

on.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment offered by Mr. WooprumM: On page 22,
line 8, after the word “appropriation”, insert a colon and the
Iollowing: “Provided further, That the lists of employable persons
for work in the continental United States under the Works
Progress Administration shall not knowingly contain the name of
any alien illegally within the limits of the continental United
States. It shall be the duty of the Works Progress Administra-
tor or the United States Employment Service or both to make
every reasonable effort, consistent with prompt employment of the
destitute unemplcyed who are not of the class hereinbefore men-
tioned, to ascertain whether such lists contain the names of any
such allens and where disclosed they shall not be employed, and
if employed and their status as such alien is disclosed, they shall

thereupon be discharged.”




6972

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman, I make the point
of order that this is clearly legislation on an appropriation
bill. Further, it creates additional duties for the Executive.

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Virginia de-
sire to be heard?

Mr. WOODRUM. I submit the matter to the Chair,

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York
desire to be heard?

Mr. MARCANTONIO. I submit the matter, Mr, Chair-
man.

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on the
point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman
from Florida.

Mr. GREEN. The amendment is clearly in order, because
the Congress certainly has the® power to direct in what
manner an appropriation shall be paid. This amendment
restricts its payment to American citizens unemployed. The
purpose of the bill is for the relief of the unemployed. Surely
it is germane and is in order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that before the Chair rules the amendment may again be
read in a slow and distinct manner, so that every Member
of the House can understand it. -

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again
read the amendment.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the amendment.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York
desire to be heard on the point of order?

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman, I wish to be heard
briefly. I call attention especially to the language, “It shall
be the duty of the Works Progress Administration.” This
language merely sets up additional duties to be performed
by the Executive, and clearly is legislation.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule.

The gentleman from New York [Mr. MArcANTONIO] makes
a point of order against the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Virginia. When the bill was called up in the
House, unanimous consent was sought and obtained that all
points of order against the bill and the legislation contained
in the bill be waived. The pending amendment, however,
includes the following language:

It shall be the duty of the Works Progress Adminlistration or the
United States Employment Service—

The Chair quotes so much of the paragraph under con-
sideration as appears to the Chair to relate to the pending
amendment—

to continue to provide relief, and work rellef on useful projects,
in the United States and its Territories and possessions, by the
Works Progress Administration.

The pending amendment also refers to the United States
Employment Service.

For the reason that the amendment includes another gov-
ernmental agency, the Chair does not think the amendment
germane, and therefore sustains the point of order.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Taser: On page 21, line 10, strike
out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the following:

“That for the purpose of providing direct relief in the United
Btates, its Territories, and possessions, and the District of Colum-
bia, there is hereby appropriated the sum of $1,425,000,000; and
there is hereby reappropriated for the same purpose all unobligated
and unexpended balances with the exception of allotments to the
Civilian Conservation Corps of the amounts appropriated by the
acts approved June 16, 1933, February 15, 1934, June 14, 1934, and
April 8, 1935, and to remain available until June 30, 1937, to be
allocated and disbursed by the President to the States, Territories,
and possessions, and the District of Columbia for relief according
to their respective needs: Provided, That no part of this appropria-
tion shall be allocated or paid to any State, Territory or possession,
or the District of Columbia, or subdivision thereof, which shall not
contribute an amount equal to at least 25 t of the total pro-
posed expenditures, both local and Federal, and shall not admin-
ister such activities by and through a nonpartisan board.”
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Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of or-
der against the amendment. There has been a good deal of
confusion around my table and I was not able to hear it
read. Does the gentleman have a copy of the amendment?

Mr. TABER. Yes; I senf it to the gentleman from Vir-

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, this bill as it stands is not
a relief bill; it is a bill to continue the waste of the people’s
money through the W. P, A. and not meet the problems of
relief, but to continue political jobs. It does not meet the
problem of relief. If the funds that were appropriated for
relief can be allocated and disbursed to the States by the
President in accordance with their needs, the States, if they
make a reasonable contribution toward those disbursements,
will have incentive enough to see that these disbursements
are made in an intelligent and economical manner and we
shall begin to solve our relief problem.

Frankly, I do not believe we need to use as much money
as is provided here for this purpose, but I feel that the ma-
Jjority of this House thinks so, and I want to put it on a basis
that might start the country in the right direction. I am
therefore to that extent surrendering my own ideas as to
amount. I hope this amendment will be adopted and that
we will start along in the right direction. I believe in relief,
but I do not and cannot vote for ridiculous expenditures for
ridiculous projects and for a waste of the money for political
operations. I hope this amendment will be adopted. This
amendment, if adopted, will make this a real relief bill.

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia in-
sist upon his point of order?

Mr., WOODRUM. I do not care to insist on it, Mr. Chair-
man.

Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that all debate on
this amendment close in 5 minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered
by the gentleman from New York brings up the direct ques-
tion of whether this Congress in its closing days is going to
abandon all of the efforts at a recovery program insofar as
it relates to work relief?

Are we going to withdraw all of that and undertake to
set up some new system not described and not planned,
but just anything that might be directly regarded as a
repudiation of what has been done?

Mr, Chairman, for several days we have heard gentlemen
on that side of the aisle get up and condemn the relief
program, yet almost in the next breath they intimate they
expect to vote for the bill,

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM. I yield to the gentleman from New
York.

Mr. TABER. I did not make that statement. I said I
would not vote for it.

Mr. WOODRUM. The gentleman said he would not, but
many of his colleagues who found fault with it have said
they would vote for it.

What does this mean? It means what a gentleman very
wisely said the other day, and he was not a Member of the
Congress. He said that no matter who does a job of this
kind, there will be great mistakes made and great frailties
in it. May I say -that a gentleman is an optimist, indeed,
who thinks if you take the administration of this fund away
from the Federal Government and send it back to the 48
States that you will get the so-called politics out of it.
You cannot do that. It can never be done. An ediforial
comment in one of the newspapers in the last day or two
very wisely said that while there may be some merit in
having State administration of relief, yet the sending back
to the States for administration money that they had no
responsibility for raising subjects the matter to greater
abuses than exist under the present system.
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No one claims the administration of this matter is perfect
or approximates perfection, but it is a good, honest job, and
nobody on the floor of the House has been able to point out
where it has not been honestly administered. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, there is no use taking the time of the House
or of the country in a further discussion of this matter.
‘We have made our positions clear. The various Members
have taken their positions, and they are going to have
abundant opportunity to take a position on the record
when the time comes for a final vote on this bill. I there-
fore hope that the amendment will be defeated.

[Here the gavel fell.l

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. TaBer].

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. Taser) there were ayes 33, noes 103.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr, Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment offered by Mr. Wooprovm: On page 22,
line 8, after the word “appropriation”, insert a colon and the
following proviso:

“Provided further, That the lists of employable persons for work
in the continental United States, under the Works Progress
Administration shall not knowingly contain the name of any
allen illegally within the limits of the continental United States.
It shall be the duty of the Works Administrator to make
every reasonable effort consistent with prompt employment of the
destitute unemployed who are not of the class hereinbefore men-
tioned to ascertain whether such lists contain the names of any
such allens and where disclosed they shall not be employed, and
it employed and their status as such allen is disclosed, they
shall thereupon be discharged.”

Mr. MARCANTONIO, Mr, Chairman, I desire to make a
point of order, but before giving the reason for the point
of order I wish to propound a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Yesterday, when all points of order
were waived, the points of order so waived were only to the
bill; am I correct?

The CHAIRMAN. That is the understanding of the
Chair, and the Chair will proceed upon such understanding.

Mr, MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman, I make the point
of order this is legislation upon an appropriation bill. Fur-
ther, the words “it shall be the duty”, and so forth, create
additional duties for the Executive to perform, which in and
of itself is legislation. It sets forth what the Executive shall
do. Consequently, since we are creating new legislation by
creating additional duties for the Executive, this is clearly
legislation on an appropriation bill.

Mr. Chairman, for the reasons just stated I submit my
point of order should be sustained.

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Virginia de-
sire to be heard?

Mr. WOODRUM. Yes. Of course, the provision in the
bill providing for the Works Progress Administration is legis-
lation. Points of order against that were waived.

This language merely relates directly fo the duties of the
Works Progress Administration and defines them. The Chair
will observe the words “Federal Employment Service” which
the Chair found objectionable in the other amendment have
been stricken out.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman, if I may reply, while
the Chair sustained my point of order for a different reason
the other time, that does not necessarily mean the Chair
passed on all of the reasons that I advanced in my point of
order to the gentleman’s previous amendment. In this
amendment there is clearly set forth legislation. We are
setting up additional duties for the Works Progress Admin-
istration and this being an appropriation bill we cannot set
up those duties because in doing so we are legislating,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the Chair hear me
a moment?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule, but the
Chair will hear the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BraNTON].

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from
Virginia would omit the word “knowingly” and if he would
omit the latter part of the amendment, the rest of it would
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be clearly impervious to a point of order and would accom-
plish exactly what he seeks to do. If the ruling of the
Chair should be adverse, making it necessary, I hope the
gentleman will omit those parts that may be held objec-
tionable so that we may pass the proper part of the amend-
ment.

Mr, WOODRUM. I may say to the gentleman from Texas
that the gentleman from Virginia thinks the amendment is
in proper shape now.

Mr. BLANTON. It may be, and I hope it is, and that the
Chair will overrule the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. McCORMACK).
to rule.

The gentleman from New York [Mr. MarcanTONIO], makes
the point of order that the proposed amendment is legisla-
tion on an appropriation bill. It is very clear and spparent
to the Chair that under ordinary circumstances the state-
ment of the gentleman would be convincing and binding.
There is no quesion in the mind of the Chair but what it is
legislation on an appropriation bill. However, this appropri-
ation bill is somewhat different from other appropriation
bills which are reported, in that all points of order against
legislation reported out by the Committee on Appropriations
have been waived. Certain legislation being in the bill and
being properly before the committee with points of order
against the same waived, it is proper to offer any amendment
which is germane to the legislative features of the hbill.

The bill provides “to continue to provide relief and work
relief on useful projects, in the United States and its Terri-
tories and possessions by the Works Progress Administration.”

It seems to the Chair that the Works Progress Administra-
tion could prescribe such a rule under the powers conferred
upon it by the language of the bill. If this is so, it follows
that the Committee of the Whole can prescribe what shall
follow in the administration of the law with respect to the
subject matter of the pending amendment.

The pending amendment is different from the one first
proposed in that the pending amendment does not include
another Government activity, but confines its operation en-
tirely to the Works Progress Administration.

It appears to the Chair that the amendment in its present
form is germane and the Chair therefore overrules the point
of order.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MICHENER. Do I understand the Chair to hold that
because all points of order are waived against all provisions
in the bill that the bill, by reason of that fact, is not subject
1:)?1 Itfe rules of the House as applied to ordinary appropriation

9

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I submit that is not a
parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. MICHENER. Then I do not know what you could ask
the Chair that would be a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHATRMAN., The Chair realizes the parliamentary
situation, but the gentleman’s inquiry is such a natural and
pertinent one to make that the Chair would be very pleased
to answer it in order that there may not be any misunder-
standing,

The Chair, of course, rules on each particular amendment
as presented. The Chair is simply ruling on this amend-
ment as it appears to the Chair. The Chair does not under-
take to state just what the limits are as to amendments that
may be offered and the Chair, naturally, would not make
any statement that would preclude the Chair from consider-
ing each amendment on its merits,

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr, Chairman, in offering the pending
amendment I want to give credit where I think credit is
honestly and fairly due. The distinguished gentleman from
New York [Mr. BacoN]l, a member of the committee, has
been very much interested in this matter, and I think I do
not violate any confidences of the committee when I say that
in the committee the gentleman offered an amendment hav-
ing for its fundamental purposes practically what is arrived
al by the pending amendment,

The Chair is ready
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I do not know whether it is the intention of the gentle-
man from New York to present his amendment in any other
form or to discuss i, but if he does not I may say this
about the amendment he probably would have offered if I
had not offered this one.

There were two objections to the gentleman’s amendment.
First, that it was a limitation on all the appropriations in
the bill. It did not apply to Work Progress Administration
only, but applied to the entire bill, a very drastic provision
that in the minds of many of the administrative officers
would have set up at once an inquiry of every person em-
ployed under any appropriation in this entire bill, directly
by the Government or by Government contractors, as fo
whether or not they were lawful American citizens.

Mr. BACON. Not lawful American citizens, because I did
include aliens legally here.

Mr. WOODRUM. Yes; I accept the gentleman’s correc-
tion. The amendment which has been offered goes as far, I
believe, as you can go without setting up ferrific administra-
tive duties.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman
yield for a question?

Mr. WOODRUM. I yield.

Mr, MARCANTONIO. Does the gentleman’s amendment
apply to all aliens?

Mr, WOODRUM. All aliens who are here now illegally.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. But that does not exclude from the
provisions of his amendment those aliens who, while illegally
in this country, are not subject to deportation?

Mr. WOODRUM. No.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. So such aliens are also deprived of
the benefits under the bill?

Mr. WOODRUM. All aliens here illegally now are re-
stricted merely from receiving work relief; that is, if there
is one job to be given out and there are two men to get it,
and one is an alien who is in the United States illegally and
the other is an American citizen, the answer, I think, should
be obvious.

Mr, MARCANTONIO. How does the gentleman propose
to determine what aliens are here legally and what aliens
are here illegally? There may be a registration of all aliens;
is that correct?

Mr. WOODRUM. Not at all. This puts the duty on the
administrative officers to exercise the best care they can
consistent to determine who they are, consistent with prompt
employment of the destifute unemployed.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Under that language the executive
officer may prevent any alien from receiving relief.

Mr. BLANTON. Suppose he did, it would be good, sound
legislation. [Applause.]

Mr. WOODRUM. We feel that the amendment is a whole-
some amendment to this bill and its operation, and I hope
the amendment will be adopted.

Mr. STUBBS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following substi-
tute for the committee amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 22, line 8, insert after the word tion” the follow-
ing: “Provided, That no person shall be eligible for any benefit per-
mitted under this appropriation who is not a citizen of the United
States at the time of the approval of this act, or who does not
possess a valid declaration of intention to become & citizen of the
United States at the time of the approval of this act.”

Mr. STUBBS. Mr. Chairman, I want to point out that the
committee amendment does not go far enough. It does not
reach to the bottom of this vital question. The committee
amendment only forbids those who are illegally residents in
this country from participating under the terms of this ap-
propriation. This committee amendment is superfluous and
unnecessary, because the law already provides that illegally
entered aliens should be deported, whether they are public
charges or not, and I suggest the enforcement of the law.
If the alien is deportable, he should be deported until the law
is changed.

I want to call attention to the fact that in the border
States there is free ingress and egress between this country
and Canada, Mexico, and the Latin American countries.
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During the harvest season of crops in those border States
these people come into this country and labor in competi-
tion with American citizens, After the crops are harvested
they remain here and get on the relief rolls and remain on
rtglelsrdiefmﬂs. They are perennial burdens on the relief
I am reliably informed that in one part of my district 40
percent of those on relief are aliens. They are not illegally
m;theycameherelegmy.mttheyhavebmeapubﬂe

en.

Until we settle this question we are not going to settle the
relief problem. We should cease providing for these aliens
until we take care of our own people.

I know of no civilized country which would provide relief
for aliens in the way that we are doing by giving them equal
rights when they do not deserve it. The least an alien could
do, if he is sincere, is apply for his first papers—which is all
my substitute amendment requires.

Mr. DONDERO. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STUBBS. I yield,

Mr. DONDERO. How do these people come into the
country, legally or illegally?

Mr. STUBBS. They come into this country legally.

Mr. DONDERO. But they remain here illegally after the
work is done.

Mr, STUBBS. Not necessarily. For instance, under the
present law, Mexicans and Canadians, in fact all people of
the Western Hemisphere, can enter on a nonguota basis.
This means thai, provided they comply with the other
provisions of the law, they are not subject to any limit in
numbers. People of other hemispheres can only come here
at the rate of so many each year, but the people of the
Western Hemisphere can come in any number. They can
stay for all of their lives if they so choose without taking one
step toward becoming a citizen. Mexicans, for instance,
come here in droves during the seasonal harvests, and after
the work is done they simply go on relief. Because they
have always been relief clients, they were not barred by
rulings which decreed that applicants for relief would be
eligible for relief provided they were on the relief rolls prior
to May 1, 1935—or whatever the date was set around that
time as the deadline. The W. P. A. had to set a deadline
because there were too many applicants for the amount of
money at hand, but the ruling barred many of our own
citizens who spent their insurance money, sold their homes
or other property, and hung on to their respectability as
long as they could, and when they were forced to apply for
relief, they found they had applied too late. It is a sad
situation and needs correction,

Many worthy citizens of this country cannot participate
under the terms of this proposed appropriation or under the
current appropriation, because aliens are consuming a great
part of our relief funds. It seems to me that the time has
come when Congress should take notice of the alien question.
I have one bill now pending before the Committee on Labor,
dealing with the alien employment proposition, and that
committee is kind enough to give me a hearing on the bill
in a few days, but now is the time for us to stop feeding
these aliens out of the moneys of the taxpayers of this
country.

Almost every major nation of the world, except the United
States, has laws or departmental regulations which give
citizens preference over noncitizens in the matter of private
and public works and in relief. Other nations, when they
find a noncitizen on their dole or relief rolls, promptly ship
the noncitizen back to his own country. They estimate,
and correctly so, that it is cheaper to send a noncitizen back
home than to support him for an indefinite period of time.

No one knows, apparently, how many aliens are on relief.
Administrator Hopkins has conducted almost every type of
census under the sun, but he consistently has declined to
cooperate with me in the matier of determining how many
aliens are on relief. Of course, it would be a big job to check
the number of aliens on relief, but what of it—he is hard
pressed to find jobs for white-collar people, and I believe
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such an alien relief census would be helpful to those of us
who make the laws. I have brought this subject to the
attention of the W. P, A. on numerous occasions, and found
little cooperation. I also have asked the Secretary of Com-
merce and the Secretary of Labor to cooperate in a move to
determine how many aliens are holding jobs in private
industry, but for some reason they view the suggestion with
little interest. I am wondering if they realize that public
opinion is being aroused to the point where wholesale depor-
tations of aliens is being suggested in some quarters.
Recently, while testifying before a committee, the eminent
and capable Daniel W, MacCormack, Commissioner of the
Bureau of Immigration and Naturalization, pointed out that
he has noted an increase of 66 percent in the number of
aliens who have applied for their first papers and an increase
of 33 percent in the number of those who have applied for
their second or final papers. He ascribed this general rush
to acquire citizenship to several reasons, most of them mer-
cenary. He said that aliens are barred from city and State
relief, and they want to participate—although the Federal

Government does not bar them except in rare instances. He-

also pointed out that they are barred from some forms of
public employment and that some private employers do not
employ aliens who cannot show proof that they have applied
for their first papers. Aliens also are barred from social-
security benefits. Another reason for their flocking to be-
come citizens lies in the fact that Congress recently reduced
the naturalization fee from $10 to $5; and, he added for good
measure, that aliens are becoming fearful of public opinion
which might result in wholesale deportations. Commissioner
MacCormack, in my opinion, properly classified these delin-
quent would-be citizens. The reason they want to become
citizens is a mercenary one. Many of them, he said, lived
here for many years and took no steps to become citizens
until it appeared that their pocketbooks would be affected.

I certainly do not desire to deprive anyone of the oppor-
tunity to earn a livelihood nor to receive relief; but, when
there are not enough jobs to go around or not enough relief
money for all, I can see no reason why we should not give
preference to those who are citizens or who have taken the
first steps to become citizens.

I therefore ask that you accept my substitute amendment
to protect the taxpayers and citizens of the United States
from carrying the almost unbearable burden of relief—a
:llirden heavily weighted with uninvited and unnecessary

ens.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia has expired.

Several Members rose.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize for the next
10 minutes, unless the time is otherwise limited, two Mem-
bers to speak in opposition to the amendment.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr, Chairman, I rise in opposition
to the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Marcantonto] for 5 minutes.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman, I think we should
consider this matter dispassionately and calmly. I believe
we should not permit any feeling to enter into the matter.
As a matter of fact our views on immigration may differ, but
I submit that the proper place and time to consider restric-
tion of immigration or dealing with aliens is in legislation
coming from the Committee on Immigration, and such an
important question should be settled only by orderly pro-
cedure, I am opposed fo the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Virginia because it would leave all aliens on
relief, subject to persecution by relief administrators. If the
substitute amendment offered by the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. Stusss] were adopted, hundreds of thousands, or
maybe a few thousand—I do not know how many aliens—
would be deprived of the benefits of the bill. What would
then happen? You cannot deport them. You have no right
to. They are not cattle. You cannot apply the same laws to
private industry. You cannot legislate to compel private
industry to exclude aliens, so that these relief workers who
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are not citizens, thrown off the relief rolls, must accept work
al any kind of wage, no matter how low, so that these aliens
who are trying to become Americans, who are trying to live
up to the American standard of living, will be forced to
acccept work at low wages in private industry. You are
simply making more victims for exploiting employers. You
are therefore creating more wage slaves.

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARCANTONIO. No. My time is limited. Further,
why do you refuse to give aliens relief? These people are
here legally; they are trying to become American citizens.
Not only do you hurt him but how about his native-born
children? They are American citizens. Starve the alien
father and you starve his American children.

Mr. CURLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARCANTONIO, No; not now, my time is limited.
When you declared war you appealed to aliens and citizens
alike to go to war to fight for the United States, and thou-
sands and thousands of aliens went, many from my district,
and yet you are now trying to deprive them of relief. No
restriction was placed against them when you needed men to
fight and die, they went to war, and I know the widows of
many of those who went. Those widows today are aliens,
and you are going to deprive them of relief?

Mr. DUNN of Mississippi. How about Grover Cleveland
Bergdoll?

Mr. MARCANTONIO. He did not live in my district, and
as a matter of fact Mr. Bergdoll was a wealthy citizen of
this country, living in the city of Philadelphia. The aliens
gave proof of their love for this country with their toil and
with their blood.

Mr. DUNN of Mississippi. Yes; night before last on the
flag pole in front of the Supreme Court Building.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. How does the gentleman know that
it was an alien who did that?

Mr. Chairman, I submit that these ambiguous, veiled
charges are most unfair. I do not think they are American.
I do not think we are acting in the spirit of Americans. All
of our ancestors were aliens. Would you have wanted this
kind of an amendment to apply to them? Would you have
wanted restrictions placed on your forefathers when they
came to this country? My friends, these aliens are here
legally. They are seeking to live peacefully, they are patri-
otic at heart, they love America, they want to build America.
Give them a chance to live, do not force them to starve or
work at starvation wages. Force them into sweatshops,
make them wage slaves, throw them at the mercy of ex-
ploiters, and you will not only starve them, but you will
thereby tear down the wage structure of even the American
workers.

Mr. CURLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Yes.

Mr. CURLEY. Mr. Chairman, I represent a district ad-
joining the gentleman’s district. I am speaking about the
same sort of conditions that he has spoken about. I want
to ask him whether or not this would affect aliens who had
declared valid intention to become citizens.

Mr, MARCANTONIO. Yes; this last amendment.

Mr, CURLEY. Not at all.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. The substitute amendment says
“any person who is an alien as of the date of the enactment
of this law.”

Mr, CURLEY. Then I shall introduce an amendment to
take care of that situation.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Why wait until then? It is now
that we are dealing with this amendment. Why not defeat
this amendment? Is the gentleman in favor of discriminat-
ing against aliens?

Mr. CURLEY. I will debate with the gentleman at that
time about the conditions in his district and mine,

Mr. MARCANTONIO. I shall debate the gentleman on
this issue any time; even in his own district, too.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. BLANTON rose.
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The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the genileman
from Texas rise?

Mr. BLANTON. I desire {o speak in favor of the Stubbs’
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot recognize the gentle-
man for that purpose at this time.

Is there any Membsr in opposition to either of these
amendments who desires to be heard?

Mr, BOILEAU. Mr. Chairman, I am in opposition to the
amendment.

Mr. DIRKSEN. I oppose the amendment, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
BorLeau] is recognized for 5 minutes in opposition to the
pending amendment.

Mr. BOILEAU, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me we should
discuss this matter and decide upon it dispassionately, fairly,
and justly., I have no selfish interest in trying to protect
the rights of any aliens who may be in this country. There
are no members of my family, as far as I know, who are
aliens, in this country. My district does not contain any
unusually large number of aliens. I have not been ap-
proached by anyone who opposes this type of legislation,
but the matter appeals to me purely and simply from the
standpoint of human justicee. We in this country have,
either through force and effect of our laws or through laxity
in the enforcement of our laws, permitted aliens to enter
and remain in this country. Whether or not those aliens
are here legally or illegally does not alter the situation; does
not change the fact that they are human beings, just as
human as any man or woman upon this floor.

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BOILEAU. Not just now. If they are here illegally
and subject to deportation under our laws they should be
deported. If they are here in violation of our law they are
subject to deportation; but are we going to deprive human
beings who are here, whom we permit to stay here, and
whom we do not force out of our country, of the only means
they have of obtaining bread and meat? That is not human.
That is not consistent with the basic principles of this coun-
try of ours. That does not seem to be the way our fore-
fathers would have us, in this day, treat human beings who,
for economic or other reasons, have chosen to come here.
So long as we have permitted them to come here and per-
mit them to remain here, we should not deprive them of
the only opportunity they have to keep body and soul to-
gether.

Mr. WOOD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BOILEAU. Not at this time.

There is no private or public agency other than W. P. A.
that will give those people an opportunity to make a living.
Who will take care of them? Shall they starve? Will we
let them die for want of food? Is that the American way
of handling the situation? If we do not want aliens in our
country we should further restrict immigration and deport
those who are here illegally, but if we do not exercise our
right to keep aliens out of the country and to remove unde-
sirable aliens, then we should not allow those human beings
to starve.

Mr. WOOD, Will the gentleman yield now?

Mr. BOILEAU. I yield.

Mr. WOOD. Does the gentleman favor employing aliens
who are here illegally in preference to citizens, when we
know that there are yet millions of citizens who, as the
gentleman says, are starving?

Mr. BOILEAU. I get the gentleman’s point. I will say
that we in this great deliberative body should not say that
human beings who are in this country, either legally or
illegally, should not have an opportunity to eat. If we need
to appropriate more money, let us do so, but we should not
take such an un-Christian and un-American attitude as is
expressed by this amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wis-
consin has expired.

Mr. BLANTON rose.
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m’I‘?eCHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman
e

Mr. BLANTON. There is pending an amendment and a
substitute to the amendment. I move to strike out the last
word of the substitute amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the
Woodrum amendment, if that is the best we can pass, but as
a better proposition I am in favor first of the Stubbs substi-
tute, because I think it is a better amendment than that
offered by the gentleman from Virginia. I think the Wood-
rum amendment is somewhat complicated and may not prove
to be very effective.

The gentleman from New York [Mr. MarcanToNIO] is very
much agitated and concerned about possible injustice in this
bill to aliens. The question that most concerns me is justice
to American citizens first. [Applause.]

The gentleman from New York said he was afraid that this
amendment might cause a general registration of aliens.
I only wish it would. I wish this Congress would wake up
and pass & law—not years hence, but now—that would re-
quire every alien in the United States to register. [Applause.]
Then we would put unlawful aliens out of here and give tho
jobs they are now holding fo unemployed Americans,

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Marcantoniol said
that we could not prove that it was aliens who came here
on these Capitol Grounds in the nighttime, and, as an
affront to our Government and to show contempt for all
law and order, raised the Communist red flag of Soviet
Russia over the United States Supreme Court Building the
other night. The proposition proves itself, Where is there
an American who be so despicable as would do that? Is there
an American who would raise the red Communist flag over
his Supreme Court? If there is, we ought to hang him,
[Applause.]

Oh, they say some funny Harvard University students did
it. If they had been caught in the act, they would have
been shot by the guard. If any Harvard University students
did do it, I call on Harvard, a great university, not to rest
or sleep until it finds out what infamous scoundrels perpe-
trated such an atrocious act, and expel them permanently
from that university. Nothing less than that will clear the
good name of Harvard University. And the student body
ought to apply a wet rope to such culprits for 2 hours.
They do not deserve to affiliate with a decent school in
the United States, and an imperative duty rests upon
Harvard University to properly punish them, and to purge
itself of such Communists.

A Mewmper. Is not the Harvard flag crimson red?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; but it is of the honest and loyal
kind, for the crimson red of Harvard does not carry any
subversive sickle on its symbol; it is a proper, respectable
crimson red.

I hope we will pass either the amendment or the substitute,

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I know the Members
are interested in this subject, but they have expressed them-
selves on it pretty thoroughly.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that all debate
on this paragraph and all amendments thereto close in 5
minutes.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM. 1 yield.

Mr. TABER. I would suggest that the gentleman modify
his request to include substitutes and extend the time to
10 minutes.

Mr, WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I modify my request.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that all debate
on this amendment, substitute amendments, and all amend-
ments thereto close in 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks
unanimous consent that debate on the pending amendment,
substitute amendments, and all amendments thereto close
in 10 minutes. Is there objection?
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Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate
on the pending amendment, substitute -amendments, and all
amendments thereto close in 10 minutes,

The motion was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests in view of the fact
that debate is limited to 10 minutes that Members have as
much consideration as possible for others who desire to
speak.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the last two words, and I am opposed to the amendment.

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, most of those Members
who have been recognized have spoken in opposition to the
amendment. I think the Chair should recognize somebody
who is in favor of them.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to recognize as many
Members as possible and has tried to be as fair as possible
in according recognition. Under the rules the Chair must
alternate between those in favor of and those opposed to
the amendment.

Mr. FULLER. I am for the amendment.

Mr. NICHOLS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
amendment.

- The CHAIRMAN. Fifteen minutes have been utilized in
favor of the amendment and 10 minutes in opposition to it.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary in-
quiry.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. WOODRUM. I do not think the Chairman under-
stood the gentleman from Texas to say he was seeking
recognition in oppocition to the substitute amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Bucuanan] is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, if I can get through in
less than 5 minutes, I will do so to give some other Member
a chance.

Mr. Chairman, we do not want to go off half-cocked and
bow to what we conceive to be a public or popular clamor.
Let us sit here like men who give consideration to such leg-
islation, figure out the results of the amendment and act in
accordance with the dictates of reason. What is before us?
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Wooprum] offered an
amendment to exclude all aliens who are illegally in the
country from any benefits under this bill. This covers the
situation and is as far as we ought to go.

In the first place less than 4 percent of the unemployed
are aliens, whether they are here legally or illegally.

The amendment offered by the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. Stuees] provides as follows:

No person shall be eligible for any benefit under this act who is
not a citizen of the United States at the time this act is approved.

What is the effect of this? Every man now on the Works
Progress rolls, or every man hereafter applying for work
under this appropriation will have to be investigated as to
citizenship, everyone. Think of it! The administrative ex-
pense will be terrific. The delay in getting people to work
will be worse.

The second part of this amendment would exempt those
who have declared their intention to become citizens.

Just think of the administrative cost. Between 2,000,000
and 2,500,000 people will have to be investigated as to citi-
zenship.

Mr. FULLER. If does not say that.

Mr. BUCHANAN. It does.

Mr. FULLER. The amendment reads “those aliens who
are not American citizens by naturalization or who have not
filed a declaration of intention to become American citizens.”

Mr. BUCHANAN. The amendment reads: “No person
who is not a citizen at the time of the approval of this act.”

Mr., FULLER. Or who has not filed his infention.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Wait a minute. Who is not a citizen
of the United States; how are you going to find out about
citizenship?

Mr. FULLER. Through his questionnaire, of course.

Mr. BUCHANAN. If you are going to take his question-
naire, why is it not provided in the amendment and stop
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some of this expense of administration? Did the gentleman
ever try to trace down the citizenship of some old fellow
who came to his office and wanted to know whether or not
he was a citizen? .

Mr. FULLER. I certainly would know how to go about it.

Mr. BUCHANAN. In the case of many aliens they have
been here many years yet they have married and have chil-
dren. Their wives may be citizens and their children are
citizens but they themselves are not. Just think of it! Oh,
gentlemen, be reasonable! Stand up like men, face the
music and vote for what is right in the administration of
this question.

Mr. DUNN of Mississippi.
man yield?

Mr. BUCHANAN. Briefly.

Mr. DUNN of Mississippi. The gentleman has read the
first part of the amendment. Will he not now be good
enough to read the last part of the amendment?

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes. If a man, of course, has already
taken out his first papers, declared his intention fo become
a citizen, it does not apply to him.

Mr, DUNN of Mississippi. It is in the amendment.

Mr, BUCHANAN. I know it is.

Mr. McFARLANE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCHANAN. I yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. McFARLANE. Does the gentleman know of any
country in the world outside of America that would put
the burden on itself to feed other than its own citizens?
The burden would be up to us to show that we were citi-
zens of that country if we were going to be fed by it, and I
think the same rule should be applied in the United States.
I do not think we ought to feed aliens illegally in this coun-
try at all. I think we ought to cut them off the relief rolls.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, I do not cover so much territory.

Mr. McFARLANE. I do.

[Here the gavel fell.]

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York, a member of the committee, for 3 minutes.

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, I am only going to take
3 minutes because I spoke on this proposal this morning in
general debate. I am in favor of the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Virginia because it is absolutely
similar in purpose to the one I had intended to offer and
which I did offer in committee.

There have been a lot of things said here that have noth-
ing to do with the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Virginia, which only applies to those aliens who are
in this country illegally. Under our immigration laws those
who came in illegally committed a felony when they came
in, and that is all there is to the matter. This does not
apply to the honest alien who is here legally with a valid
document. Those we want to protect because they are
potential American citizens, and that is the reason I am
opposed to the substitute offered by the gentleman from
California. I would not put a burden on those honest aliens
who are here legally, and who are honestly trying to become
American citizens.

Mr. Chairman, the substitute should be defeated, and the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia should
be adopted. We do not want to replace American citizens
on the relief rolls by illegal aliens who have under our own
laws committed a felony when they entered the United
States. They are subject to deportation and should be
deported. [Applause.] ;

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr, Chairman, the pending
amendments, both of which propose to favor American citi-
zens over aliens in expending funds for relief, are of vital
significance. Both the committee amendment offered by Mr.
WooprumM and the substitute offered by my good friend the
able and distinguished gentleman from California [Mr,
Stuess] deal with the same subject. Either, in my judgment,
will mean, if adopted, that at least 300,000 aliens, who are in
this country illegally and who have no desire to become
American citizens, but who are now on the relief rolls, will be
taken off and replaced with 300,000 loyal but jobless Ameri-
can citizens,

Mr, Chairman, will the gentle-
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Mr, Chairman, it is somewhat surprising to hear a Member
of this body actually defend an alien who is here illegally
and who has made no effort to ever become an American
citizen. The gentleman from New York City [Mr, Marcan-
Ton10] appears to be very much exercised lest the Stubbs
amendment or the amendment offered by the committee, if
adopted, might cause a registration of all aliens in the United
States. I wish it went that far, but I am sure it does not.

It is estimated that more than 5,000,000 aliens are now in
the United States illegally. More than 300,000 of these have
W. P. A, jobs that belong to loyal American citizens, Mil-
lions of others have jobs in private industry. These aliens
ought to become American citizens or be deported. [Ap-
plause.]

May I add that I voted for a similar amendment when
offered in the Appropriations Committee. I urged its adop-
tion then. I urge the adoption of the Stubbs amendment
now. It has real teeth in it. But if the Stubbs amendment
should be defeated, then certainly there should be no objec-
tion to the amendment offered by the committee, which is a
great step in the right direction. [Applause.]

Mr. ROBSION of Eentucky. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent to revise and extend my remarks in the
RECORD.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Kentucky?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, ladies, and
gentlemen, the bill before us, H. R. 12624, designated as a
deficiency appropriation bill, carries $2,364,229,71253. It
covers money paid out and obligations incurred by various
bureaus and departments without having been appropriated
or authorized or directed by Congress, and to carry on vari-
ous projects of the administration.

It is urged that this is necessary for the most part to take
care of unemployment.

At the request of President Roosevelt, in June 1933 the
Democrat “rubber stamp” Congress turned over to the Pres-
ident $3,300,000,000, with almost unlimited authority to take
care of unemployment and bring about prosperity. It was
then urged by the New Dealers that this sum would wipe out
unemployment and restore prosperity. It was claimed at
that time that there were 10,000,000 unemployed persons in
this country and that those needing relief numbered approxi-
mately ten to fifteen million persons.

In January 1935 President Roosevelt claimed that unem-
ployment and need of relief were still with us and urged
Congress to give to him, with dictatorial powers, an addi-
tional $4,880,000,000 for unemployment and relief. We were
assured by the Democratic leaders that this sum would cer-
tainly wipe out unemployment and restore prosperity and no
further sum would be needed for these purposes.

To the amazement of the "country, President Roosevelt
recently sent a message to Congress in which he stated that
there were approximately 5,300,000 families and unattached
persons in need of some form of public relief. It is estimated
that there are 4.3 persons to a relief family; therefore the
President admitted that there are now over 20,000,000 persons
needing relief.

Mr. Hopkins, the Relief Administrator, in his testimony
this week before a congressional committee, claimed that
there were more than 20,000,000 people in this country still
needing relief,

William Green, president of the American Federation of
Labor, a good Democrat, issued a statement a few days ago
in which he declared that there are over 12,000,000 unem-
ployed workers in this country.

These three appropriations alone amount to more than
ten and a half billion dollars. This is more than two and a
half times the entire cost to this Government of fighting
and winning the Civil War. Of course, this does not cover
all that has been appropriated. The bill before us covers
nearly two and a half billion dollars, but it is merely a defi-
ciency bill. Our friend and colleague from Eentucky [Mr.
Mavy] in his speech to us a few minutes ago declared that
the Seventy-fourth Congress, which began on January 3,
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1935, has already appropriated and authorized the expendi-
ture of more than $20,000,000,000—five times as much as the
cost of the 4 years of the great Civil War, and this sum has
been appropriated and authorized in less than 17 months.
Our colleague, Mr. May, calls to the attention of his Demo-
cratic colleagues and the country that this wild orgy of
spentg;ngmustoeaseorourNatiunwﬂlbefacing bank-
ruptey.

The Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Morgenthau, testified
before a Senate committee the other day and pointed out
that our Government was facing a deficit for the present
fiscal year of approximately $6,000,000,000, and more than
likely there would be a deficit in the next 14 months of
$9,000,000,000. In other words, with the increase of a billion
dollars annually of taxes under the Roosevelt administration,
the Becretary of the Treasury asserts that under present
plans of the administration our Government will expend
within the next 14 months approximately $9,000,000,000 more
than its revenues. I think it can be said without fear of
successful contradiction that the Roosevelt administration,
when the 4 years are up, will show a deficit of at least
$16,000,000,000 and a national debt somewhere between
thirty-five and forty billions of dollars. Many outstanding
Democrats of the Nation as well as Republicans are becom-
ing very much alarmed over this situation.

The New Deal administration justifies these extraordi-
nary expenditures, deficits, and debts by saying that they
were and are necessary to wipe out unemployment and re-
store prosperity. The question arises: Have the policies of
the New Dealers accomplished either one of these purposes?

REPUBLICANS FAVOR NECESSARY AND ADEQUATE RELIEF

No Member of this House is more deeply or sincerely in
favor of providing adequate relief for all of our citizens who
need relief and cannot help themselves than I am. Every
Republican in this House favors adequate relief for the needy.
The Republicans do not object to the amount necessarily ex-
pended for the relief of the needy. We do strenuously object,
however, to the manner in which relief has been handled and
the New Deal proposes to handle it. We insist that the people
of this Nation are entitled to have a dollar’s worth of bene-
fits for every dollar of tax money expended. The relief
money should go to those who need relief. More than 300,000
new officeholders have been put on the backs of the American
taxpayers, while unemployment has increased among the
workers. This relief money has been used, however, to pro-
vide jobs for Democratic politicians and ward heelers. This
administration, with the use of the relief money, has cer-
tainly cut down unemployment among the Democratic poli-
ticians. In some places authentic, authoritative reports indi-
cate that more than 90 percent of the relief money has been
used for so-called overhead expenses and only 10 percent
disbursed to the needy.

'This policy of using this relief money to build political ma-
chines, promote partisan politics, favoritism, and to club
needy people into supporting candidates and a party against
their will is one of the things condemmned by the Republicans,
by thousands of leading Democrats, and by the American
people.

There are many items contained in this bill that are for
worthy purposes and worthy causes. I certainly approve of
the purposes for which much of this appropriation is in-
tended.

POLITICS AND FAVOEITISM

The Republican Party is doing everything humanly pos-
sible to amend this bill so as to divorce relief work and other
relief from the blighting influence of partisan politics and
favoritism. Mr. Hopkins was recently called before a com-
mittee of Congress, and, according to his own testimony, his
relief organization throughout the Nation is honeycombed
with fraud, favoritism, corruption, and politics. More than
a thousand cases of fraud and theft have been uncovered by
Federal agents, and there have been hundreds of convictions,
according to the testimony of Mr. Hopkins. Political favor-
itism has raised its ugly head throughout the country. Re-
lief money has been used to put on rackets, he admits. In
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my own State, according to the leading Democratic news-
paper, relief agents in one county got away with $200,000. A
large number of those charged with this fraud and graft
have been indicted and convicted and given terms in the
penitentiary. How many other counties in the United States
have suffered likewise, nobody knows.

It is not necessary, however, for us to rely upon the tes-
timony of Mr, Hopkins or Republican critics. Senator Horr,
Democrat of West Virginia, has in public addresses through-
out West Virginia and in other places declared that the
Relief Administration in West Virginia is reeking with fraud
and politics. He cites many specific instances. He charges
that the relief money is now being used in West Virginia to
promote one Democratic faction against another Democratic
faction. Similar statements have been made by the Demo-
cratic Governor of Colorado. Democratic Members of Con-
gress have charged that in recent primaries the relief money
was used against them and to support other Democratic can-
didates for Congress. In our election last year in Kentucky
relief funds and other money appropriated for Federal proj-
ects were used to browbeat and intimidate fhe voters of
Eentucky in aid of the Democratic candidates.

The Republican Party has just as much sympathy for the
needy and is just as anxious that the hungry be fed and the
needy be clothed and sheltered as any New Dealer. We do
insist, however, that the money appropriated for relief go to
those who need relief and not to a great army of New Deal
politicians—that no partiality or favoritism be shown and
that every needy American citizen be treated alike. We in-
sist that if these policies were adhered to, the needy of this
country could and would be cared for adequately and better
than they have been, and that this would effect a saving to
the taxpayers of from 25 to 50 percent.

PERMANENT AND NECESSARY PROJECTS

At the suggestion and invitation of the Government, last
year the people in practically every county and various
communities throughout the Nation submitted substantial
projects for the purpose of putting in waterworks, sewer
systems, building courthouses, municipal buildings, school
buildings, streets, highways, and so forth, These were all
needed, necessary, useful, and permanent public improve-
ments. These projects were approved by the States and
Federal Government, but so much of the $3,300,000,000 and
of the $4,880,000,000 had been wasted on boondoggling and
fantastic and useless schemes and projects that thousands
of these real honest-to-goodness projects could not be built.
Now, in preparing and submitting these permanent and nec-
essary projects, the people of these various counties and
communities consumed a great deal of valuable time and
incurred a great deal of expense.

There is carried in this bill an item of $1,425,000,000 for
so-called work relief. Mr. Ickes, Secretary of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, desired a lot of this money to be ear-
marked for these permanent, substantial, useful, and nec-
essary public projects, and I am informed that about 160
Democratic Members of the House and many of the Repub-
licans favor approximately $700,000,000 of this money being
earmarked for this purpose.

In my own congressional district, as in the congressional
district of each and every Member, there are a great many
of these permanent and useful projects, at Brodhead, Al-
bany, Corbin, Pineville, Middlesboro, and other places, and
there are such projects in practically every other county in
Kentucky. I have been urged to favor the earmarking of
this money, and I have pointed out to my constituents and
to others throughout Kentucky that I strongly favored this
program.

Let us not forget that we borrowed the money for this so-
called work and direct relief and we are borrowing the
money included in this bill for work relief. This debt, as
well as the other billions of debts piled up by this adminis-
tration, must be paid by our children and our children’s chil-
dren. May I appeal to the Democrats of this House that in
the expenditure of this money it should be used for necessary
and permanent improvements so that our children and our
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children’s children, who will have to pay these debts for the
most part in taxes worked out and sweated out by them,
may see some of the benefits that they are enjoying by rea-
son of the expenditure of this money, and in that way create
respect for us rather than contempt. If we waste this money
on boondoggling and other wild schemes which will result
in no benefit to our children and our children’s children,
how can they entertain for us anything except contempt
for burdening them with these enormous debts?

Now Mr. Hopkins desires all of this money, $1,425,000,000,
turned over to him. He opposes its being earmarked. He
is the fair-haired, spending, boondoggling boy of the adminis-
tration. He never had any money or business of his own to
spend and for that reason feels that he is peculiarly fitted
to spend all these billions of the taxpayers’ money. He is a
real New Dealer. He favors “sock ’em with taxes” and turn
all this money over to him without strings so that he may
continue his policy of politics, favoritism, boondoggling, and
partiality.

It is easy to see that if this $1,425,000,000 is turned
over to Mr. Hopkins without strings he can spend it where,
when, and on whatever projects that might meet his fancy.
The President and others of the high command of the New
Deal who are “hell-bent” on reelecting Roosevelt have taken
the side of Hopkins, and they are using clubs on the Demo-
crats who favor the earmarking of this money and spending
it in a legitimate, helpful way to the people of this country.
We Republicans intend to do all we can to amend this bill so
as to take favoritism and politics out of it and have this
money spent in a way that will help the people the most and
at the same time give more work relief than under the plan
proposed by the President and Hopkins. I am afraid, how-
ever, that this Democratic “rubber stamp” Congress will let
Mr. Hopkins have his way.

Before the A. A. A, and kindred agencies were knocked out
by the Supreme Court there was a great shower of checks
sent to beneficiaries just before election time. Mr. Roose-
velt and others of the high command of the New Deal know
that if Mr. Hopkins is given a free hand with this money
he will be able, with the other money that is still in his
hands, to employ, under some scheme or other, millions of
people in September and October and up to and including
election day in November 1936. This is a bold and daring
plan to finance the Democrats’ campaign this year out of
the United States Treasury. Many Democrats in the House
and Senate and thousands of patriotic Democrat leaders
throughout the Nation, who love their country more than
they do this New Deal party, realize that this is wrong and
will hurt rather than help the country. It will do exactly in
the future what it has done in the past—retard recovery,
inerease unemployment, and increase the relief rolls. More-
over, it will go far fo break down the moral fiber of the people
of this Nation. It will discourage honest enterprise, promote
corrupt politics, encourage waste and extravagance as well
as profligacy. The American people one of these days will
rise up in their might and smite those who would wreck this
country to further their own selfish political ambitions.

As further evidence of the purposes of the New Deal crowd,
the Republicans have attempted to get through an amend-
ment to have these projects on which public funds are to be
used to be passed upon by a nonpartisan board and the
funds disbursed by these boards and to make it unlawful
for anyone connected with the expenditure of this money to
intimidate or attempt to bribe any voter with relief funds or
to force them to vote one way or the other for candidates
for Presidential electors, Senafors, and Representatives; but
the New Deal crowd in the House objected to this, would not
permit any such protection to be thrown around the people’s
money, or to protect needy people who must have these jobs
from being harassed and threatened and forced to vote
against their honest convictions.

EENTUCKY, $369—NEVADA, $3,077

As further evidence of the favoritism practiced by Hop-
kins and other New Dealers to whom has been turned over
these billions of dollars by & “rubber stamp” Congress, I
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invite you and the country to study the favoritism and par-
tiality shown in the distribution of relief work and relief
money among the States.

For instances, for the years 1933, 1934, and 1935, the Fed-
eral Government gave the average family in Nevada $3,077,
but the average family in Kentucky received in 1933, 1934,
and 1935 from the Federal Government only $369. In other
words, the average family in Nevada received nearly nine
times as much as the average family in Kentucky.

The average family in Nevada received the highest amount
of any State in the Union, and Kentucky received the lowest.

The average family in Wyoming received for that period
$1,619. This is over four times as much as Kentucky. The
average family in Montana received $1,141 for that same
period. The average family in New York received $968—
nearly three times as much as the average family in Ken-
tucky.

Nevada is a rural State with no large cities. Kentucky has
some large cities and a large number of industrial centers
where there is a great deal of unemployment, in the coal
mines, and so forth. Why should Kentucky families have
received the least of any State in the Union?

It is made possible under this cruel and un-American sys-
tem of placing these large sums of money with dictatorial
powers into the hands of one man. The sky is the limit for
him to play politics and show favoritism and partiality.

Only a few weeks ago I sent more than 7,000 questionnaires
to the people of my congressional district seeking informa-
tion and their opinion on various matters. These question-
naires were sent to all classes of citizens, many of them on
relief. They were sent to at least 10 persons in each voting
precinct. Among these was this question: “In your opinion,
are the Government money and jobs being used for political
purposes?”

I received more than 5,000 responses, and, with the excep-
tion of less than a dozen, they made positive answer, “Yes.”

In looking over the daily statement of the Treasury of the
United States on yesterday, May 7, 1936, I observed that the
Government’s receipts amounted to a little over $10,000,000.
Expenditures amounted to a little more than twenty-five mil-
lions. In this same questionnaire I asked these people if they
favored a policy of continued deficits and debts, and without
exception they answered “No.” I also asked them if they
favored Congress taking away from the Supreme Court the
right to pass upon the constitutionality of the acts of Con-
gress, and I was very much gratified that all answered posi-
tively in the negative, with the exception of some 10 or 12.

The people in my district favor, as I do, adequate relief for
the needy, but they condemn, as I do, the attempt of the
administration to play politics on the misery and distress of
the American people and the waste of the public money; and
likewise they condemn favoritism, partiality, and partisanship
in the distribution of work-relief jobs and relief funds,

I hope that this measure may be so amended that those
needing relief will receive it without regard to race, politics,
creed, or color, and so that all American citizens who are in
need may be treated alike.

THE GREAT PFREOBLEM—UNEMPLOYMENT

Although appropriations have grown larger and larger,
and the deficits and national debt have increased by leaps
and bounds, yet President Roosevelt; Mr. Hopkins, Relief
Administrator; Miss Perkins, Secretary of Labor; and many
other leading New Deal Democrats tell us that relief and
unemployment are not temporary matters but are and will
be permanent.

The question arises: Can the Nation continue long tfo
expend billions of dollars more each year than it takes in in
revenues, and borrow more and more money and at the
same time see unemployment and relief rolls grow instead
of diminish?

The reason advanced for the great deficits and increase in
the national debt by the expenditure of these large sums of
money was to cut out unemployment and relief. Undoubt-
edly there must be something wrong with the policies pur-
sued, or unemployment and relief rolls would not increase.
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We have seen the number on relief nearly doubled since June
1833 and the number of unemployed workers has increased
from 10,000,000 to 12,625,000, although the administration
some months ago removed from work relief and direct re-
lief 1,500,000 unemployables in this country.

Who are the unemployables? Most of them are heads of
families, and this means some four to five million people
who have been taken off relief and cast back upon the
States, counties, cities, and communities for help. They are
the blind, the disabled, the aged, and infirm. In other
words, they are people who cannot work. Was it not a cruel
policy for the Federal Governmeni to deny relief to the
blind, the crippled, the disabled, and to the aged needy?
Most of them have worn themselves out in helping to build
up this country.

Many of us believe that there are some sane, sensible poli-
cies which, if adopted and carried through, would in a large
measure solve the problem of unemployment and greatly
reduce the tax burden of the people of this country.

FOREIGN IMMICRATION—RECIFROCAL-TRADE AGREEMENTS

It is generally agreed, while no one knows and the admin-
istration refuses to take the necessary steps to find out,
that there are at least 7,000,000 alien adults in this country,
and that about half of these alien adults came into this
country illegally. They slipped in or were smuggled into
our country in violation of law. Every alien coming into
this country illegally or smuggled into this country commits
a felony. The number of aliens being smuggled into our
country is increasing every day. In the last 10 years it is
believed by those who have made a careful study of the
question that at least 500,000 alien seamen have deserted
their ships on arriving in American ports and are now scat-
tered about over this country. At least 2,000,000 Mexicans
have come into our country in the last few years under the
guise of working on the sugar-beet farms and in sugar-beet
institutions and to work in other capacities. A large ma-
jority has remained in this country and a large majority of
them are now depending upon relief. Other millions have
come in over the Mexican border, the Canadian border, and
on the Atlantic and Pacific coasts.

Most of these aliens are heads of families. Millions of
them, with their families, are now on some form of relief,
either Federal or local.

I have no feeling against anyone because such person is
an alien. Millions of these aliens have been here for many
years and have enjoyed the blessings and opportunities of
this country, but have never thought enough of your coun-
try and mine to become citizens.

But is it not your duty as well as mine as Members of
Congress to take care of our own citizens, native born and
naturalized?

PROVIDE FOR OUR OWN HOUSEHOLD

The Holy Bible declares that— :

He that provideth not for his own household has denied the faith
and is worse than an infidel,

Mr. Chairman, ladies, and gentlemen, in order o carry out
that policy for the United States I offer the following amend-
ment to the bill:

No part of this appropriation shall be paid out on account of
any wages, or other relief benefits to anyone who is not a
citizen of the United States.

When Mr. Hopkins testified a few days ago before a con-
gressional committee he stated that everybody was treated
alike—citizens, aliens, aliens illegally entered, criminal aliens,
and all. Our colleague, Mr. Marcantoxio, of New York,
urges that we should treat all alike, give the same character
of treatment to aliens, whether they were smuggled into this
country or are criminal aliens, the same as American citi-
zens. He intimates that a Member of this House that would
not subscribe to that doctrine was wanting in human kind-
ness and Christian charity, I am sure that many other
Members of this House, as well as myself, have as much of
the milk of human kindness and Christlan charity in our
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must provide first for our own household? I conceive it my
sworn duty to first look after the welfare of the household
of the United States. No head of a family can justify his
conduct in permitting strangers to slip into his house and
take away the beds and food from his own family. Our first
duty is to our own citizens.

Aliens are not under the same obligations to this country
as our citizens. When the clouds of war gather we can call
our citizens to the defense of our flag and our counfry, but
we cannot compel and have never compelled aliens to de-
fend it. During the World War it is said there were ap-
proximately 1,000,000 able-bodied young men within the
draft age of the allied countries living in our country. They
were not citizens of this country. We could not force them
into our Army and Navy because they were aliens. The al-
lied countries that we were helping in the war could not
force them into their armies and navies because they were
not over there. I was not a Member of Congress, but I have
wondered why the American Congress permitted these aliens
to remain in this country and at the same fime voted to
send our own boys by the millions to European batilefields
and to the seven seas of the world at $1.10 per day to help
save these allied countries. These same able-bodied young
aliens, with other millions of aliens, remained in this coun-
try receiving on an average of approximately $10 per day
for work as wages, and, of course, many of those who en-
gaged in business and other pursuits made much larger
sums, When our boys came back home they found the jobs
they had left in hundreds of thousands of instances taken
over by aliens, and a lot of them still have those jobs.

I have heretofore pointed out that William Green, presi-
dent of the American Federation of Labor, reports there are
over 12,000,000 unemployed workers in America, and Presi-
dent Roosevelt and Mr. Hopkins state there are over 20,000,-
000 people needing relief, and among these are 1,500,000 un-
employables (made up of the halt, the blind, the lame, and
the aged needy). The Federal Government is denying to
this 1,500,000 unemployables any relief. Millions of these
aliens have been supported by work relief and direct relief
and, unless something is done, will be supported out of this
work relief,. We are not providing jobs or relief for all of our
American citizens who need relief. The Federal Government
is not providing any relief for these 1,500,000 unemployables,
a very large majority of whom are American citizens.

Let us bear in mind that these foreign countries are not
providing work relief or direct relief to American citizens,
except it might be in rare cases. It matters not how skill-
ful a mechanic may be or how proficient any other American
citizen may be able to do certain work, the laws of France,
Switzerland, Italy, and many other countries prohibit the
employment of such American citizens if any citizen of that
particular country can do the work and desires to work. In
other words, the jobs must go to citizens of those countries
first. Ours is the only country that has become the dumping
ground and garbage can and Santa Claus of the world.

Before we have finished with the World War, it will cost
this country over $100,000,000,000. We loaned these foreign
countries billions of dollars. They owe us $12,000,000,000.
All of these counfries, with the exception of little Finland,
refuse to pay any part of the prinecipal or interest on
these honest debts. These same countries are spending
billions of dollars fo increase their navies and armies, and
thereby threatening the peace of the world and our own na-
tional security. Congress, last year and this year, has appro-
priated  $2,000,000,000 for national defense—the largest
appropriations in peacetime in the history of this country.
The administration claims this is necessary because of the
large sums being expended by foreign governments in in-
creasing their armies and navies. With all of these circum-
stances and facts before us, is there any good reason why
this Nation should provide billions of relief for aliens who
have never thought enough of this country to become citi-
zens? If they desire the benefits of American citizenship
they should become citizens, so that when war comes they
could be called upon to defend the country that has fed and
protected them.
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This country should deport not only the smuggled in aliens,
the criminal aliens, but all other aliens who are depending
upon the United States Government for support. It would
be much cheaper to furnish transportation to deport these
aliens than it would to provide them support. If this should
be done, it would reduce the number of our unemployed in
this country by millions and, ai the same time, reduce the
number on Government relief by several millions, The Pres-
ident, Hopkins, and Miss Perkins say under the present set-
up unemployment and relief is permanent. A great army of
unemployed is a menace to any country. This is the real
big American problem, and we must face it and solve it.
Literally millions of the defenders of this country, and the
sons and daughters of our defenders, are walking the streets
and highways seeking employment that they cannot find.
Many of them are in dire need but are too proud to accept
relief from the country that they or their fathers protected
and defended.

Can any Member of this House take the position that we
must continue through the years to deny employment to our
defenders and their sons and daughters and, at the same
time, require the overburdened taxpayers of this country to
support millions of aliens?

Our Democratic colleague from California has offered an
amendment similar to mine, and I earnestly hope that his
amendment, or my amendment, giving these relief-work jobs
to American citizens will be adopted.

EEYNOLDS-STARNES AND KERR-COOLIDGE BILLS

This administration, instead of trying to reduce the number
of aliens in this counfry, has been driving with boot and
spur to put through the obnoxious Kerr-Coolidge bill that
will break down our immigration laws and increase the num-
ber of aliens in this counfry and at the same time thwart
deportation of several thousand criminal aliens. I am pleased
to see, however, the American Legion, the D. A. V., the
D. A. R., the Junior Order of American Mechanics, and liter-
ally hundreds of other patriotic organizations in this country,
both civil and military, fighting this administration EKerr-
Coolidge bill. The American Federation of Labor and other
labor organizations have also denounced its provisions, be-
cause they say it would tend to break down our immigration
laws and increase foreign immigration.

The administration is backing the Eerr-Coolidge bill be-
cause it is so closely identified with the large alien groups in
this country. They are afraid they might lose votes in the
great alien centers in New York City, Chicago, Boston, and
other big cities. These great veteran, military, and patriotic
organizations are doing what they can to get through the
Reynolds-Starnes bill. I strongly favor this measure, It
provides that every alien in this country shall be registered
and fingerprinted, and a lot of them deported, and cut down
the quotas of immigrants at least 90 percent, and apply the
quota restrictions to the countries of the Western Hemisphere
as well as the other countries of the world.

We have pointed out there are millions of aliens in this
country illegally. Among these are thousands of gangsters
and criminals, like Hauptman, who murdered the Lindbergh
child. He was smuggled into this country. They smuggle
them in over the Mexican and Canadian borders and through
our long coast lines on the Atlantic and Pacific. A few days
ago the Governor of Colorado declared martial law on the
Mexican border to keep his State from being filled up with
Mexicans. Other States are threatening to do the same thing.
The only way to find out the aliens that are in this country
illegally is to require all aliens to register. This administra-
tion is spending millions of dollars on the boondoggling proj-
ect of sending people around to find out if the houses on the
various streets of our cities are properly numbered. That is
a local matter for the officers and the people living in those
cities. If the manner in which the houses are numbered suits
the people in those cities, why should the taxpayers’ money
be spent on this useless thing? It would serve a good pur-
pose if we would spend some money to find out where the
aliens, the gangsters, and the smuggled aliens are and how
many there are. It is high time that we set about to clean
up our own country and put our own house in order.
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It has been well said that if we do not Americanize the
alien he will alienize America. If other countries will not
employ American workmen and provide relief for millions
of needy Americans, why should we provide work and relief
for citizens of those countries? Let us send them back to their
own countries and let those countries take care of their own
citizens, and perhaps then they will not have the money to
increase their armies and navies and threaten our own peace
as well as the peace of the world.

RECIPROCAL-TRADE AGREEMENTS

Other Republicans and Democrats in this House, as well as
myself, have heretofore pointed out the harm that has been
done to this country by the so-called reciprocal-trade agree-
ments that this administration has put through with a great
many of the nations of the world. This administration has
broken down our immigration laws. They have refused to
protect American citizens from the influx of foreign immi-
gration. They have tried to further break it down by the
passage of the Kerr-Coolidge bill and have refused to pass
that great patriotic American measure, the Reynolds-Starnes
anti-immigration bill. We have pointed out how the admin-
istration could cut down the unemployment and relief rolls
by millions if a good strong American policy was adopted.

These reciprocal-trade agreements have broken down our
tariff walls and have turned over American markets to foreign
farmers, industries, and workers. The increase in imports of
corn from foreign countries in 1935 increased 2,500 percent
over 1934, the importation of pork products increased 3,200
percent in 1935 over 1934, the importation of beef products
increased 6,000 percent in 1935 over 1934. There was brought
into this country in 1935, 276,324,000 pounds of hides,
256,525,000 pounds of tallow, 158,758,000 pounds of carpet wool,
countless millions of pounds of butter, and millions of dozens
of eggs, and everything else produced on the farm. Our ex-
port of cotton in 1935 was reduced more than half of what
it was in 1932. We exported 95,000,000 more bushels of wheat
in 1932 than we did in 1935. We exported 530,000,000 more
pounds of animal products in 1932 than in 1935. We col-
lected more than a billion dollars of processing taxes, and
paid them out to people to destroy cattle, hogs, pigs, cotton,
corn, wheat, and so forth, and took 40,000,000 acres of pro-
ductive land out of production. This included 10,000,000
acres of cotton. This put 500,000 cotton farmers, mostly ten-
ants, in the South on relief, and this cut-out took away the
jobs of several million American farmers, farm tenants, and
farm workers, and put millions on relief.

The truth is and the record shows that it would require
50,000,000 acres of productive American farm land to pro-
duce all of the farm products that have been shipped into
this country under the New Deal and to replace the cut-
down in our exports on account of the New Deal farm
policies. If these policies should be cut out, it would reduce
the unemployment and relief by many millions. Japan in
1934 shipped in a very small amount of textile goods, In
1935 it had jumped to 30,000,000 yards, and what has been
said of textiles in Japan has been duplicated in various
articles from the industries of the various countries of the
world.

If we protect American labor from aliens and protect the
American farmers and industries by cutting out the dump-
ing of foreign goods and foreign products infto this coun-
try, we will cut off other millions from the unemployed and
relief rolls. I am unwilling to believe that this great, rich,
wonderful country of ours must in the future have a great
permanenft army of millions of unemployed and a great
permanent army of millions on relief rolls. It has been
charged over and over on the floor of the House and Sen-
ate and elsewhere that it is believed this administration de-
sires to keep this depression going and the people in need
and distress until after the November election and under
that pretext use these billions of dollars to coerce the needy
American voters to continue in power for another 4 years
this administration.

ENCOURAGE AGRICULTURE AND INDUSTRY

No nation has had prosperity with scarcity. Let us en-
courage our farmers to produce, at least enough to supply
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the demands of our own country and protect our farmers
from this enormous importation of farm products.

The Republican Party has always stood for high wages
for our workers, high prices for our farmers, and a fair return
for those who have their money invested in industry. If the
farmers produce a surplus and the world market has a
tendency to depress the price, let our country take care of
that difference and uphold the price of farm products. This
could be done with not more than $200,000,000. As it is, we
are spending billions on the farm problem, and the farmers
of foreign countries are furnishing us our supplies and our
farm workers out of work and on relief. Let us keep our
farmers busy, and they will be able to buy the products of
our factories, mines, shops, and mills. We should encourage
American industries.

This administration appears to be obsessed with the idea
we must destroy American industry. If our farmers were
busy and industries were busy, we would find millions of
jobs open for our people. Our people do not want relief,
they want jobs, good wages, and an opportunity to earn an
honest living for themselves and their families. Let us en-
courage thrift, self-reliance, and economy. With the atti-
tude of the present administration the average person with
a few dollars is afraid to invest it in any productive enter-
prise. Let the Government get out of private business. Let
the Government spend its work-relief money on honest-to-
goodness necessary, permanent public projects—highways,
streets, courthouses, school buildings, and so forth, and pay
honest-to-goodness wages for the service.

I favor another amendment to this bill, and that is, that
the Government be required to pay the prevailing wages
that are paid for similar services in the community in which
the work or services are rendered. In some places in my
district needy people are required to walk as far as 9 miles
to some boondoggling job that paid but a little over $1 per
day, and then walk 9 miles back home. Eighteen miles is a
very good day's work itself,

If sane policies had been adopted by this administration,
we would have been out of the depression long ago. We
honestly believe that the American people, when they have
an opportunity, will elect a President and a Congress that
stands for policies in this great rich country of ours that
will reduce instead of increase the unemployment and relief
rolls, and reduce instead of increase the great army of office-
holders and the scores of bureaucratic agencies, that will
reduce instead of increase the tax burden of the people,
and that will cut out deficits, balance the Budget, and stop
the growth of the national debt.

Mr. FULLER. The amendment offered by the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. Wooprum] will restrict only the criminal
aliens and, in my opinion, will not apply to aliens generally
who are on the relief rolls. The amendment offered by the
gentleman from California [Mr. Stuses] as a substitute pro-
vides that aliens who have not become American citizens and
who have not filed their intention of becoming American
citizens shall not be eligible for relief. In my opinion, the
Stubbs amendment should be adopted. The gentleman from
New York [Mr. MarcanToNIO], in opposing this amendment,
says there are a great many aliens in this country who want
to become American citizens. If that is true, why have not
they qualified, or at least filed their intention to become citi-
zens? Those who cannot qualify and have not attempted
to qualify are certainly not entitled to any relief under this
measure.

In my opinion, there is not & country in the world that
would take the taxpayers’ money and give it out as a dole for
relief for Americans. I have heard this bill referred to by
the gentleman from Virginia as an unemployment program.
The truth of the matter is the main relief part of this bill
carries a billion and a half dollars and is nothing more or less
than a dole. It is relief for those who are in distress. It is
high time that we should do something to protect Americans
who are in distress. We realize that this appropriation is
small in comparison to what those on the relief really need in
order to make a decent living. We also realize that we have
to anticipate that this program cannot be carried on indefi-
nitely, and there must be a stopping point somewhere. Why
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should we take American taxpayers’ money, money out of the
Federal Treasury, and use it for the purpose of feeding aliens
who are in this country illegally? What we need is a rebirth
and a realization that we should look after our home people
first and more rigidly enforce our immigration laws. It is
a well-known fact that the enforcement of immigration laws
in this country in the past has been a joke.

I am convinced from arguments offered here on the floor of
this House that there are many aliens in this country who
are good citizens, some of whom have furnished soldiers for
the World War, who cannot qualify on account of being un-
able to read or write. Meritorious cases should be carefully
dealt with, but they are few in comparison with the wholesale
unlawful entry of foreigners in this country.

1t is claimed we have 10,000,000 unemployed in this country
today. In my opinion, our labor condifion in America is
mostly caused from aliens performing tasks and labor which
rightfully belongs to Americans, Even if these aliens are
lawfully in this country, there is no reason why they should
live at the expense of the Government, and, in my opinion,
most of them could and would be taken care of by their
relatives, .

This is a question of policy, and the real gquestion is, Shall
we take our American people’s money for relief dole for for-
eigners when we are not financially able to appropriate as
much as we would desire to take care of the poor and dis-
tressed Americans in need?

Mr. NICHOLS. Mr. Chairman, it is difficult for me to
understand how Members of Congress, whose constituency
supported them and sent them here, made up of American
citizens, can fail to support an amendment to a bill which
provides simply that the benefits of the legislation shall go
to American citizens. I am willing to go that far myself.
Certainly no one can fail to support the committee amend-
ment which simply says that those people who are not Amer-
ican citizens and who are here illegally cannot have any of
this money that should go to American citizens. This money
comes from American citizens and, therefore, I cannot for
the life of me see why anyone could fail to support the
Stubbs amendment in the first place, and if not that amend-
ment the commitiee amendment. I heard only yesterday a
statement made on the floor to the effect that probably the
billion and a half dollars provided for in this bill will not
be sufficient to take care of the unemployed of the United
States. If it is not, every nickel of this money that is spent
on an alien, to that extent you take relief and assistance
away from destitute American citizens.

Mr. Chairman, I sincerely hope the House will adopt the
Stubbs amendment, and if not that amendment, then the
committee amendment.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, let me submit to you as a
practical proposition that Harry Hopkins was probably right
when he said to the Committee on Appropriations that he
could do little in this matter of discriminating against aliens
on the W. P. A. rolls.

We may look at it in this way. If an illegal entrant into
this country is single and unencumbered with a family, he
will find a job and he will find some hread and beans some-
where without resorting to W. P. A. If, however, such an
alien has a family consisting of an American wife and Amer-
ican children, what are you going to do about him? If,
within the tenor of this amendment, you strike his name
from the relief rolls, you have left a wife and her children,
who are American citizens, high and dry and hungry. On
the other hand, if you say to me that the wife can apply
for relief, then I will say to you that you will bave the
spectacle of having stricken an alien from the rolls whose
wife goes on in his place to get the same kind of relief, so
that he will be eating the bitter bread of charity along with
his family when he would rather work for it. What an
anomalous situation this is, and I do not believe you are
going to deal with it by any categorical legislation.

I am entirely in sympathy with the idea of giving prefer-
ence to American citizens but, in practice, Mr, Hopkins ran
into all kinds of difficulties and I concluded that he was
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right, after I read the testimony last night. I think our
futile efforts will come to naught.

There is a curious lot of confused thinking on this whole
subject of aliens on relief and I trust that I can make sev-
eral points clear,

As g general proposition, I heartily favor the idea of giving
preference to citizens as against aliens. In general, I can
agree that aliens are here by sufferance and that there is no
obligation to provide relief or relief work for them at the
expense of the taxpayers. It would therefore seem to be a
simple thing to make them prove their citizenship and in
the absence of proof, strike their names from the rolls of
relief eligibles. What a pity that in practice it is not so
simple.

The amendment pending before us is plausible enough and
doubtless will be passed. Yet, if labor, if the veterans, if
citizens generally could foresee all the implications of that
amendment, they probably would be opposed to it in its
present form.

First of all, it contains some political aspects. Do not for-
get that if you charge a relief supervisor with the responsi-
bility of striking the names of aliens from the rolls, you also
provide him with a weapon which in indiscriminate hands,
could be an instrument of grave abuse. If the relief super-
visor decided for political or personal reasons that he did
not like the accent, the color of the hair, the slant of the
nose, or the color of the skin of a relief applicant who was
actually a citizen, he could cause so much trouble, so much
inconvenience and so much delay by demanding undue proof
of citizenship that the whole relief program purpose would
be perverted or destroyed. The gains made by taking alleged
aliens from the rolls would be offset by the trouble and dis-
tress caused to those who are not aliens but who might be
politically persona non grata. In those areas peopled by
folks of foreign extraction, the possibilities for abuse would
be grave indeed.

Next comes an administrative difficulty. When you state
in a legislative enactment that no part of the appropriation
shall be used to provide relief for aliens, you place a per-
sonal responsibility upon supervisors, district directors, and
others, If they make payment or provide relief work in
violation of the statute, they become personally responsible.
If they have any lingering doubis or suspicions about the
citizenship of any relief worker, they would obviously hold
up his pay, and the annoyance that can and will result will
be tremendous.

Third, there are and have been so many loose statements
bandied about this Chamber as to the number of aliens on
relief that some of these indiscriminate remarks should be
analyzed. Probably the most zealous crusader against aliens
was Secretary Doak, who was Secretary of Labor under Pres-
ident Hoover. His 2zeal was so great that many people
believed it to be a kind of persecution. It is not likely,
therefore, that Secretary Doak would understate the case.
Now, if you examine Senate Document No. 257, third session
of the Seventy-first Congress, you will find a letfer written
by Secretary Doak to the Secretary of the United States
Senate to the effect that in his opinion there were not to
exceed 400,000 aliens here who were without proper cer-
tificates of arrival or registration cards and who could there-
fore be classified as illegal entrants. He estimated also that
of that number, not to exceed 100,000 were deportable as
being unlawfully here. If from that estimate there is de-
ducted the number who have been deported since that time
and the number who are self-sustaining, the problem of
relief to aliens who are unlawfully here appears to be greatly
magnified.

Fourth, the question of whether an alien is illegally in
this country is always a matter of controversy. The immi-
gration laws, for one thing, are rather confusing. Through
the years they have been patched up with liberalizing or
restricting amendments fo the point where a vast amount of
data and dates and laws and regulations must be examined
before the matter can be determined. By the time that the
status of many aliens alleged to be illegal entrants and on
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relief is determined, the need for relief may be over. Mean-
while, they are subjected to the distress of hunger and
suffering.

I subscribe to the general import of the amendment, but
I fear that it was prepared without having in mind the
many ramifications that are involved and trust that in con-
ference at least, some provision can be made to prevent dis-
crimination against dependent wives and children of aliens
who are citizens of this country and as much entitled to
relief sustenance as any other person.

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks and to include therein some extracts
from a statement before the Committee on Appropriations.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman, I favor the Stubbs amend-
ment. One of the most important problems facing the Con-
gress today is the urgent necessity for the passage of
legislation which will prevent the employment of aliens who
entered America illegally. As long as we have American citi-
zens who are unemployed and who are forced to ask the
Federal Government and local agencies for relief, aliens who
entered America illegally should not be employed, particu-
larly by the Government. Neither should the Government
uphold their illegal entry and illegal residence by granting
such persons relief or loans.

I have introduced H. R. 12083, which prohibits such em-
ployment and the administering of such relief. It is esti-
mated that we have now in America more than 16,000,000
persons of foreign birth, over 7,000,000 of whom are illegally
in this country. This bill, H. R. 12083, would not only pre-
vent the employment of these aliens but provides for their
immediate deportation. If we have 10,000,000 people in
America unemployed and almost 4,000,000 deportable aliens,
it is obvious that if these aliens can be promptly deported,
then the unemployment-relief problem in our country would
become negligible.

I have also pending H. R. 7079, which would not only de-
port habitual aliens, habitual alien criminals, enemies of our
Government, dope peddlers, alien smugglers, aliens carrying
machine and sawed-off shotguns, as practically all racketeers
and gangsters do, but it would further restrict immigration
by reducing existing European quotas 75 percent and apply-
ing the quota system of restrictions to countries of this hem-
isphere, reserving 75 percent of those quotas for the very near
relatives, such as aged parents and the like, of naturalized
foreign-born and foreign-born residents lawfully in the
United States able to support them.

Daily aliens are entering illegally. The Immigration Serv-
ice reports a 50-percent increase in alien stowaways, desert-
ing seamen, and the like over the previous year, and that
alien smuggling is on the increase—boats, automobiles, and
even a number of airplanes being apprehended smuggling
aliens into our country. A current release of the Depart-
ment of State on the immigration work of the Department
calls attention to the startling facts that our consular offices
report a waiting list of over a quarter million and that there
are in 47 of the 68 European quota counfries alone about
1,000,000 aliens desirous of coming to the United States.

The last census reveals a large number of foreign-born
over 14,000,000; a large foreign-stock population, over 40,-
000,000; and aliens, over 6,000,000. What we need is an
immigration holiday; and my bill’s enactment would give it
to us by reducing existing quotas 75 percent, reserving them
practically for parents and other near relatives, and extend-
ing quota restrictions to countries of this hemisphere whose
immigrants are not now numerically limited and which
countries absolutely exclude our nationals from entry for
permanent residence or to work. We have over 10,000,000
unemployed and do not need and ought not to have the hun-
dreds of alien skilled and unskilled workers and job hunters
that are entering our country. We have too many unem-
ployed as it is, without importing another one. Not only have
we too many unemployed, but we have too many applicants
for relief, too many dependents, defectives, and delinquents
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without allowing ancther one to be imported. Each country
should care for its own unemployed and dependents. Charity
should begin at home. Immigration should be further
restricted and entirely suspended.

DEFORTS ALIENS

If enacted, the bill will not only really restrict immigra-
tion, but it will deport the three or four million aliens
illegally and unlawfully in the country, and by so doing go a
long way toward solving our unemployment and relief prob-
lems, because the bill expressly provides that all aliens must
get naturalized forthwith or get out, and aliens illegally here
cannot produce the necessary certificate of legal entry abso-
lutely necessary for naturalization.

STOFP IMMIGRATION ENTIRELY

I would go further than H. R. 7079 provides by the enact-
ment of H., R. 11741, which I have introduced. This bill
provides for the suspension of immigration of aliens into
the country. In other words, under its provisions immigra-
tion would be stopped altogether. Our country would be far
better off to stop absolutely immigration of foreigners into
cur counfry until we can Americanize foreigners who are
now here. I introduced this bill and earnestly advocate its
passage, but it appears that many of my colleagues feel that
its provisions are too drastic. Surely such colleagues could
not object to the provisions of H. R. 7079.

FINGERPRINT ALIENS

I would call your atiention also to H. R. 11740, which
I have introduced, and which is a bill to provide for the regis-
tration of aliens and a certificate of identification. I quote
from this bill, as follows:

That every alien in the United States shall, within 3 months
after the enactment of this act, apply to the Bureau of Naturaliza-
tion for an identification certificate. Every alien, after the enact-
ment of this act, before being admitted into the United States
for temporary stay or permanent residence, shall apply for an
identification certificate at the port of entry, and such application
shall be a condition of admission.

Application for identification certificate shall be in duplicate
and sworn to or affirmed by applicant. It shall state place and
date of birth, sex, nationality, married or single, dependents, occu-
pation, height, weight, fingerprints, and such other descriptive
facts as may be required by the Secretary of Labor. A photograph
shall be attached to each copy of application, and an additional
photograph shall be furnished by applicant for certificate. Every
alien under 18 years of age shall be registered by parent or

guardian.

A certificate of identification upon proper application shall bhe
issued to each alien who is above 18 years of age. It shall contain
8 photograph of alien furnished by him, signature, fingerprints,
age, height, weight, and other apparent distingulshing character-
istics of alien, with address which shall be on card of suitable
slze for carrying in pocket or purse. Every immigrant shall have
his address entered upon his certificate within 3 months after
entry by an officer authorized by the Secretary of Labor,

Sec. 2. Every alien shall, on demand, exhibit his certificate of
identification to a representative of the Department of Labor and
to any court of the United States, of any State, or subdivision
of any State, or to any constable, sheriff, police officer, or other
peace officer, local, State, or National. Refusal or failure of alien
to produce and exhibit said certificate of identification shall be
prima-facie evidence of illegal entry and such alien shall be
deported.

If the Congress will pass this bill, our immigration and
unemployment problems will both be settled favorably and
permanently. It will cause the registration of every alien in
the country and the immediate deportation of everyone who
has entered illegally or who, although entered legally, com-
mits any crime after his or her entrance into the United
States. All lawfully entered aliens in our country who desire
to become American citizens undoubtedly should have no
objection to this registration.

I call the attention of my colleagues to these bills which I
have introduced and which are now before the Committee
on Immigration and Naturalization, and urge your coopera-
tion in my effort to obtain the passage of these bills before
adjournment. The passage of either one of these bills will
be a great step toward making and preserving America for
Americans. My position on immigration matters is well
known to my colleagues. Ever since I have been a Member
of the House I have worked consistently for restriction of
immigration and for the deportation of undesirable aliens.
Since I have been a Member of the Congress, immigration
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has been restricted by about 90 percent, but our laws, par-
ticularly deportation laws, are too lax and must be better
enforced if we are to stamp out communism and other “isms”
which are contrary to the principles upon which our Gov-
ernment is founded.

No legislation of greater importance to our country can
claim our attention, and no other measure is quite as impor-
tant as a relief measure. I urge your support and coopera-
tion in the passage of this legislation.

Mr, Chairman, I have already addressed the House once
today urging legislation for the restriction of immigration,
for the deportation of aliens, and to prevent Federal W. P. A.
and relief agencies from giving loans, grants, and employ-
ment to illegal aliens, I called your attention to H. R. 7079,
which I have pending and which would deport aliens; also,
H. R. 11741, which would suspend all immigration; and
H. R. 11740, which I have now pending and which would
register, thumbprint, and identify aliens and compel them
to carry their identifications with them or be deported.
H. R. 12083, which I have introduced and which is now pend-
ing, will absolutely prohibit Federal agencies from giving
relief and employment to aliens.

The amendment to the W. P. A, which is now before the
House, will prevent giving relief and W. P. A. employment to
aliens. It is not as far as I would go on this subject, but
seems to be the best obtainable as an amendment to this
relief bill; therefore I urge all friends of restricted immigra-
tion to vote for the amendment.

‘We have possibly 16,000,000 persons of foreign birth in our
country and several millions of them here illegally, Also,
hundreds of thousands of them have been getting W. P. A.
employment and Federal relief. If you will adopt this
amendment to prevent such Federal assistance in the future,
you will go a long way toward relieving the unemployment
of Americans in this country, and it will be one of the best
votes you ever made in the interest of true Americanism, and
I urge your vote for the amendment. [Applause.]

FLOEIDA CANAL

Mr. Chairman and my colleagues, I can only briefly discuss
the Florida canal because time is too limited today. I have
heretofore on a number of occasions discussed the project at
length before the House and also the Appropriations Com-
mittee. I would particularly call your attention to the fact
that 2 days ago the House voted by a vote of 210 to 84 to
approve three projects which bear the same legislative his-
tory as the Florida Canal. I have reference to the projects
in West Virginia, Mississippi, and New Mexico. These three
projects, together with the Florida Canal and Passamaquoddy,
were several weeks ago recommended by the Bureau of the
Budget and certified to the House Committee on Appropria-
tions for inclusion in the War Department appropriation bill.
They carried a total item of $29,000,000. The House Appro-
priations Committee declined to include them in the War
Department bill. The bill was sent to the Senate. The
Senate did not include the Florida Canal and the Passama-
quoddy projects but did include the other three projects.

None of the five projects were authorized directly by a spe-
cial act of Congress, but were all begun by President Roosevelt
under the general authority given him in the work-relief
bill passed the last session of Congress, and which carried an
appropriation of $4,800,000,000. Parliamentary and legal au-
thority hold that the Florida Canal is in fact authorized. He
began all five of these projects in good faith and according
to authority given him by the Congress. Now, the House and
Senate have both approved appropriation for these three
projects above referred to, and it is the duty of the Congress
likewise to appropriate for the Florida Canal project. It is
undoubtedly of far greater general importance than either of
the five projects. It is giving more employment directly and
indirectly than either of the five. It is the only one of the
five which will carry permanent benefits in the future to prac-
tically every State in the Union.

The Florida canal when completed will save in operating
scosts of ships $8,000,000 annually. If will save to shippers of
America in transportation charges over $30,000,000 annually.
It will handle one and one-half times the tonnage which now

transits the Panama Canal. It will eliminate existing storm
hazards incurred by ships passing around the Florida Penin-
sula. I{ will be a great asset to our national defense. It
will save 700 or 800 miles shipping distance between New
York and New Orleans.

The Chief of the Army Engineers, after a thorough survey,
has concluded that no serious damage will be done to Flori-
da’s underground water supply or to Florida's fruit and
vegetable growth. After thorough study the Chief of the
Army Engineers and other eminent engineers and engineer-
ing boards have concluded that it is economically sound, is
justifiable as a river and harbor project, and is in the
public interest. We are spending billions of dollars for un-
employment relief and for public improvements. Thousands
of the projects upon which work has been done are of far less
general importance and general benefit than the Florida
Canal. In fact, this project is the banner project, and will
ultimately stand out as a lasting monument of real achieve-
ment and public improvement of President Roosevelt’s ad-
ministration. I cannot see how any Member of the House
can conscientiously object to applying funds for the comple-
tion of this project. Federal funds cannot be expended on
any projects quite so meritorious as this one. It is the duty
of our administration to complete the project, and I cannot
believe that in duty you will fail. .

I include herewith a portion of a statement which I mad
before the House Appropriations Committee on April 10,
1936:

Mr. GerEN. The Board of Engineers, which was appointed by the
President and a special board fo iron out any differences which
might exist between the Public Works engineers' report and the
Army Engineers’ tentative report, made an exhaustive study of
the project, and recommended that it was sound; that it could be
built; and that it would return more than 6-percent interest on
the investment in actual saving in the operation of ships. They
recommeénded that it could be, and should be, constructed and that
it was in the public interest. The way they scaled it was this:
They figured that it would require $143,000,000 to construct it, and
they figured that it would save to shipping, or in the actual opera-
tion of ships, approximately $8,000,000 a year, or a little more than
that. But say a saving of $8,000,000 a year, and that would be a
return of about 6 percent on the investment. The standard yard-
stick for the majority of river-and harbor projects is about 4-per-
cent return, so that the return on this investment would be 3314
percent greater than the usual standard set for river and harbor
projects. Bo far as the percentage of saving is concerned, it is
probably better than any project the Army Engineers have ever

AUTHORITY AND ESTIMATES FOR THE CANAL

Mr. Taser. There are two questions I would like to hear you dis-
cuss: In the first place, is there a Budget estimate for this?

Mr. GReEEN. Yes; there is a Budget estimate. The Bureau of the
Budget has recently favorably recommended £12,000,000 appropria-
tions by your committee to continue work this year.

Mr. Tasez. In the second place, is it authorized by law, and, if
not, why do you not go to the committee that would have author-
ity to report such a bill?

Mr. GreEN. The Bureau of the Budget recommended to the Ap-
propriations Commitiee of the House that funds be appropriated
by this Congress in the amount of $12,000,000 for the continuation
of this project; so I consider that as a Budget approval. As for
authorization by Congress, it was one of those projects that the
Engineers had agreed upon. They determined the feasibility of it
and the desirability of it and the economic soundness of the
project. By that I mean the Army Engineers, or the Chief of

ill
or, as I see it, an order to use this money for the
in America, and to embark upon such
projects as he deemed to be in the public interest. Regarding it

He began work on the canal last September and allocated to it

from W. P. A, funds $5,000,000. BSince that time another five or
hundred thousand dollars have likewise been allocated. He

Engineers, and they have it
under actual construction, with about 6,500 men employed.
portion of the unemployed
value in that respect than
have recelved under any other plan, because they are
. W. Al They are paying unskilled workmen, who
on the project, I understand, $26 per month, and,
thereto, they give them bed and possibly food. I
believe they food.

Mr. TABER. is more than the going wage in that locality?

Mr., GeEEN. I belleve in this locality in Florida 1s pald from §1
to $1.50 per day. That is for commaon labor.

Mr. Tazes. They do not work every day for W. P. A.
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Mr. Green. I think they pay for 5 days per week on the canal;
so they are complying with the usual prevailing rate in that
locality.

Mr, Taser. The usual rate is $1 for a 10-hour day.

Mr. Green. It is 81 to $1.50 for an 8-hour day. That is what we
usually pay. They are making unusual strides on this work,

Now, as to whether or not Congress has approved it is a question
for each one to decide for himself. I say that it has approved it,
because it was approved in the general works bill that passed with
the authorization of $4,800,000,000, and the President began it
under this express authorization and direction.

The Chief of the Army Engineers has approved it; the Public
Works engineers have approved it; the special board of review ap-
pointed by the President approved it. This board consisted of two
Army engineers, two P. W. A. engineers, and one engineer from
civilian life, and it has had every approval except the direct pass-
age of a bill by Congress, the naming of the project.

BENEFITS TO EE DERIVED FROM THE CANAL

There is one thing, gentlemen, that I would like for you particu-
larly to bear in mind.

This project is of general benefit. Thirty-nine States in the
Union are directly interested in it. It will save to the shipping
public in transportation costs $30,000,000 to $32,000,000 a year.
Those figures have been given by the Department of Commerce
under Secretary Roper. That does not mean the cost of
the ships; that is eight million and something. It will save the
Government in mail contracts alone $800,000 a year. It will save
in distance time almost 3 days round trip in traveling from the
east coast of the United States—Philadelphia, for example—to New
Orleans. That saving is enormous. It has been estimated—not by
me, but by commerce experts; the Department of Commerce and
the Board of Army Engineers made this estimate—that one and
one-half times the tonnage which now goes through the Panama
Canal each year will pass through this canal. This tonnage will
be procured from all the States of the Mississippi Valley, and the
tonnage going the other way will be procured from all the East
Coast States and forelgn countries. Ports like Philadelphia and
New York will experience a decided increase in their water-borne
tonnage. Every State in the Union, practically, will share in the
benefits In producing the material that goes into construction.

Men today, not only from Florida but from practically every State
in the Union—I am referring to skilled labor—are now working on
this canal. They the taking them from the civil-service rolls—all
skilled laborers and office personnel—and they are drawn from all
over the United States. The steel that goes into the dredges—and
they now have a large number of dredges operating there—comes
from the iron-producing sections of our country; cement likewise,
and all of the material,

Now, then, I say the Congress is morally bound to carry on this
project. My people a year ago—a little less than a year ago—when
the project was ready to be initiated, bonded themselves for a
million and a half dollars to purchase the right-of-way. That bond
has been voted by a vote of 27 to 1. A large block of the bonds has
been sold; the money has been exchanged and pald for the deeds to
the land, the right-of-way, and that has been turned over to the
Federal Government.

That was one of the stipulations made to the President—an oral
stipulation; do not misunderstand; an oral stipulation—that I, for
one, promised the President would be carried out if he would em-
bark upon the construction of this canal; that Florida would furnish
the right-of-way. ©ur people have done this now, and this Govern-
ment, by this act of the Chief Executive b construction on
the project, is morally bound to my people to complete it. We have
done all that they have asked us to do.

ARGUMENTS IN OPPOSITION TO CANAL

Now, there has been in the State a little opposition to this canal.
There has been some propaganda sent out to the effect that this
canal, if constructed, will have a detrimental effect upon the water
supply and upon the vegetation of that area south of the canal.
The Board of Army Engineers, through the Chief of Engineers—
and I will put that in the record—concludes that he has examined
it and that no adverse effects will accrue therefrom. No board of
engineers, no engineer, that has made a careful survey, says that
it will have any serious adverse effect.

There are 30,000 lakes in the State of Florida. This canal route
has two large rivers, one from either direction—one from the
Atlantic and one from the Gulf—feeding this canal and
and ending it. The engineers have estimated and found that there
is a sufficient volume of water which will flow into the canal from
the midsection of it so that there will be a continuous current to
the Atlantic and a continuous current to the Gulf of Mexico of
fresh water, and that the salt water, in fact, will never get to the
interior parts of the State in this canal. Therefore, if the salt
water cannot get there, the underground fresh water could not
be contaminated. But even granting that the salt water could get
there, the engineers have found that where salt-water streams
impregnate our State, all along by those salt-water streams, fresh-
water springs are found. Orange groves and groves of other trees
and general vegetables grow on the very bank of the salt-water
stream, out from St. Augustine some 3 miles; in the Atlantic Ocean
there is a huge spring that yields so much fresh water, away out in
the ocean, that the shrimping boats, instead of going to 8t. Augus-
tine to refill with water, go to this spring, throw out their buckets
fill up their tanks, and other receptacles, and go back to fishing,

and do not go ashore for days. You can go anywhere, almost on
the edge of the Fiorida salt water, the edge of the coast, bore down
a few feet, and get a fresh- artesian water,
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The engineers claim—and they know; and if they do not, com-
mon sense would lead us to know—that if this canal would con-
taminate the spring water and the underground streams in our
State, the salt water adjacent to the shores of Florida—and it is
enveloped all the way around by salt water; you cannot get more
than 650 or 60 miles from salt water in Florida—if that should
obtain, every foot of Florida land today would be spolled by salt
seepage from the ocean.

So that is a smoke screen put out by the opposition. The oppo-
sition to this canal is the usual opposition to practically all water
improvements. It is the railroad opposition. They fear that they
may haul less tonnage and that the transportation rate charge
may be reduced. My contention Is that the transportation charge
will be reduced, but the tonnage hauled by the railroads will be so
greatly increased that the railroads will produce more revenue every
year after the canal is constructed than they are producing today—
every rallroad going into that territory. These common carriers
will thus be enabled to employ more people and also pay greater
dividends on their investments.

So the argument relative to contamination of water and our
vegetation has been disproven, and is absolutely without founda-
tion, according to the superior engineering figures and conclusions
in the matter. If we cannot trust the Chief of Engineers of the
Army, after he has carefully examined the project—and he has;
he has appointed a special committee of his engineers to examine
it and to determine these questions—I do not know whom we
could trust. That Is the highest authority we have, and they say
that it will not contaminate the water and the vegetation will not
be seriously affected.

I do not believe that 2 percent of the people of Florida oppose
this canal. There was some opposition in Tampa to it, and I find
In my records here a letter from Tampa, from the chamber of
commerce or some organization there, indicating that if they could
get the canal routed through Tampa they were for the Florida
canal. They did not get the route through Tampa, and in that
part of the State of Florida a few of them are opposing the canal—
very few. There is always a certain rivalry and jealousy in every
State relative to where a great improvement or a great project
shall be located. So that minor rivalry has existed in our State.

There is also a slight opposition from a few shipowners; not
those who operate their own ships but the shipowner who sublets
his ship to another man and reaps his pay for that ship by the
number of miles that the ship makes. He leases his ship out; that
ship goes all the way around the Florida Peninsula and does that
extra 3 days' time and mileage in going to New Orleans and back.
Naturally he would get more mileage for his ship, having made
this trip, and that man naturally would be against shortening of
the distance of transportation from New York City, we will say, to
New Orleans. That is only to be expected. However, the man
that operates his ship himself naturally wants to see this saving
in coal, this saving in operating expense, and this shortened mile-
age obtained.

UTILIZATION OF CANAL

So when this canal is opened I believe that 99 percent of the
shipping interests that now ply the lower Atlantic and the Guilf of
Mexico will utilize this canal. It has been estimated by careful
surveys—surveys by the Department of Commerce and specially
employed engineers—that 10,000 ships per year will go through the
canal carrying the usual tonnage carried by boats in the Gulf of
Mexico and the lower Atlantic. You can very well see that within
32 years the canal would liquidate its cost of construction, at a
4-percent bond, and pay for the cost of operation.

Another great reason why it should be completed is because of
the storms that boats run into in going around the peninsula of
Florida. We had last year some disasters down there from storms.
The boats will cut through this canal and absclutely eliminate any
serlous danger from storms. The storm insurance to the boat
owner will be lessened. His premium will be smaller; casualties
will be y eliminated, and citizens traveling from every
State in the Union will be benefited and protected by it.

Another thing: Suppose you wanted to empty your fighting craft
from the Atlantic to the Gulf of Mexico, or vice versa, in time of
war. The next trouble we have that is serious is going to come
from south of us. You have got here an outlet that will put every
one of your fighting vessels from the Atlantic to the Gulf of Mexico,
or vice versa, in only a few hours. You have there a defense that
cannot be paralleled anywhere else in the United States. If this
canal is completed—and it will be—your Navy will forever be
secure. It could never be captured. Our Navy sometime may have
to retreat into the Gulf of Mexico from the Pacific Ocean through
the Panama Canal or from the Atlantic Ocean through the Florida
canal. You have enough natural resources to feed your Navy and
to feed your people in the Mississippi Valley and to maintain and
rebuild your Navy there. As a national-defense feature alone it
warants a $143,000,000 expenditure. It will not require that much.
They have already spent about five and one-half million on it.
It probably will be completed for $125,000,000.

Now, gentlemen, when we are spending these moneys as we have
been—and I feel gravely the responsibility of it, the indebtedness
that we are incurring as an absolute condition of necessity,
brought on by conditions that this t administration inher-
ited—as we are spending these moneys, undoubtedly they should
be spent on projects which are of lasting improvement to thg
American le. And this one is a lasting improvement to the
Ammm’:;é)enp‘lie.wlﬁlghtyhpmt of ttiois money that has Elone h;
the an complete canal goes directly an
mﬂrgrctoly into the ha.%:s of labor. 4
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Idonotseewhatbe‘btermjecteouldbedeveloped. The Chief

of Engineers of the Army has repeatedly told me that as a straight
Army engineering project alone, as a river and harbor project
alone, it justifies an e:pend.ttum of over $100,000,000. If we are
going to develop our national waterways, why not put this main
‘link in there that will link up the Gulf commerce with the At-
lantic commerce, and thereby enhance the value of every dollar
we have expended in the Mississippl Valley and on the Atlantic
coast?

We have developed an intercoastal waterway from Boston to
Jacksonville, Fla.,, and we have jumped right across and on the
other side of Florida we have developed it on to the Rio Grande.
Now, why not put in this further link there? I cannot believe
that this committee will permit the matter to be tied up here,
and the money that you have already put in thrown away.

Do you think Congress is going to appropriate money to fill up
that 16-mile ditch that the Army engineers have dug there? The
Army engineers have a canal there today approximately 16 miles
long and 30 feet deep. You can land an airplane in it, and it is the
best landing fleld you ever saw—the bottom of that canal. They
have it in some places down almost to sea level. Now, then, are we
going to be an unwise Congress and go there and fill up the hole
that we have already dug, or are we going to do what the engineers
say is prudent, what the Department of Commerce says is prudent,
and what the shipping companies that are not selfish say is prudent,
and go on and complete it? Are we going to help the east coast of
the United States all the way down from Boston by completing a
project that is really worth something, or are we going to abandon
it, blow off the hounds, and quit the drive, and say that we will
boondoggle around and throw the taxpayers’ money away on proj-
ects of little or no permanent benefit? It is a grave responsibility
that the has in this matter. Itlaapro}ectthattbe
American people practically everywhere want. Every water
zation in the United States has endorsed it and passed renoiutions
for it. engineering authority that has examined it has ap-
proved it. And yet there is some hedging around because
has not directly passed a bill for it. We must not hide behind
“technicalities to try to defeat this, the banner project of the New
-Deal.

In the former committee, the subcommittee on the Army bill,
they did not turn down this project in actuality. It is true they
declined to include it, but the report transmitting the bill to the
Oangreencitedtha.ttheltemcouldbetakencareot in the defi-
clency bill. But the matter that I am trying to bring to the at-
tenmnortheoommlbteemthisznyowdeﬁciancy bill contains
yourWPA.nmds.therelsampleroomIorthm appropria-
tion therein. A clause can be put in directing that this project
be carried on in your recommendation to Congress; and I not

do

believe this commitiee would want to see five and one-half million
dollars spent on a project like this, that is of national interest and
national importance, not only to us but to the American people for
all time, and then have it abandoned. It cannot be abandoned.

The reason Europe today has economy in ion, gentle-
men—and you have studied the figures, I know—Iis because she
has developed her waterways. According to her area of land, she
has developed her waterways a number of times, probably six or
'seven times, more than the American people have. But we have
now got to come to waterway development. Our volume of com-
merce demands it. More commerce is hauled every year than was
hauled the previous year. The buﬂdmg of this canal is not going

your transportal
rail. It is going to increase it, becwneltwﬂllnmt.hegen-
eral volume of commerce,

Take this example, farmstance,lryouwﬂl—lmdthmlssume
thing that all you gentlemen are interested in. Your constituents
ship apples; they ship cotton; they ship vegetables. In Florida we
have to pay, we will say, 80 or 80 cents to ship a crate of vegetables
to the East. That crate of vegetables has got to bring that 80 or
90 cents plus the commission cost and enough to put it in the
crate. n it ceases to do that, the grower ceases to ship it.
If that could be transported there for 30 or 40 cents, that other 50
cents would enable the grower to market half of the crop now that
decays in the field.

Not long ago I passed through a tomato field in Florida, and I
saw the filled with edible tomatoes that should have been
canned or should have been shipped. I inquired why. They sald,
“We pay a dollar express on them. We cannot get this for them.”
This Florida canal, when constructed, could put them in New York
for probably 30 cents.

I went on to a little town 3 miles farther and ate tomatoes that
were canned in Italy.

Now, gentlemen, it is our duty to develop our waterways. With
the opening of this Florida canal, Florida tomatoes and Florida
oranges that are now rotting in the fields and on the trees will be
‘transported to the eastern market at a price at which they can
afford to eat them. It is a matter of volume. They will transport
three crates where they transport one crate now, and for those
three crates they will get about $1.20 or $1.50 to transport it, and
for one crate they get about 80 cents now. Over half of the States
in the Union will share in these benefits accruing from this canal.

It is obvious that it is in the public interest and for the public
welfare to go on wlthapro}ect like this.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would love to talk more, but I will not
horeycutoomuchwithlt I know you have been liberal, and I
appreciate it, and if I may have permission to extend my remarks,
I may put in one or two brief items of interest. The same argu-
ments that obtain against this project obtained against the
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Panama Canal, and today the tolls on that Canal bring from
twenty to twenty-eight million dollars into the Federal Treasury a
year. We do not want a toll canal across Florida, but if by chance
tolls should be charged, this canal will pay for itself, and pay
4-percent interest, in 32 years.

Our duty in this matter, as I see it, 1s obvious. It is clear to me.
It will enhance the value of your Panama Canal and its usefulness;
and I hope your committee will provide funds that will be used for
work on this project for the next 12 months.

The CHARMAN. You may have permission to revise and extend
your remarks.

Mr. Green. Thank you, Mr. Chairman; and I appreciate your
letting me come before you. I hope that the committee will con-
sider it that way and not permit technicalities or minor to
stand in the way of the completion of a project that will stand
out as the principal achievement in the way of public construction
benefit of the first half of this century. Each generation in the
future will reap benefits most justifiable.

I thank you.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will report
the committee amendment offered by the gentleman from
Virginia and the substitute amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California,

The Clerk again reported the Woodrum amendment and
the substitute amendment.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inguiry.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman will state it.

Mr. TARVER. The amendment offered by the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. Wooprum] has been referred to by the
Chair as a committee amendment. I wish to inguire what
it takes to constitute a committee amendment. This
amendment has never been submitted fo the committee,
and, so far as I know, is the ha.ndiwork of the gentleman
from Virginia.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not consider that a
parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully insist, in all
seriousness, that the inquiry is made in good faith and af-
fects parliamentary procedure and should receive courteous
consideration by the Chair.

The CHATRMAN. While the Chair does not consider that
a parliamentary inquiry, having reference to the actions of
a committee——

Mr. TARVER. The question is simply whether the Chair
is correct or not.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman will suspend until the
Chair completes his statement.

Proceedings in committee are something about which the
Chair has no knowledge. However, the Chair will ask the
gentleman from Virginia whether the amendment is a com-
mittee amendment or an amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Virginia?

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from
Virginia [Mr. Woonrum] offers the amendment, and it is
offered with my approval. The gentleman from Virginia
did not put anything on the amendment that stated it was
a committee amendment. Because the amendment comes
from a member of the committee, the Clerk simply read it as
a committee amendment. It was not offered by us as a
committee amendment, but it is approved by both of us.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute
amendment offered by the gentleman from California to the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia.

The question was taken; and there were on a division
(demanded by Mr. McFARLANE and Mr. FPuLLER)—ayes 45,
noes 93.

So the substitute amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
‘WoopruM].

The question was taken; and there were on a division
(demanded by Mr. BoiLEau) —ayes 136, noes 19.

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mlt:: BACON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
men

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Bacow:
word

Page 21, line 12, after the

vely under State and local
buard.stobeappolnwdbytheﬁovemuror or, as
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may be determined by each State and Territory, and the per-
sonnel thereof to be composed of citizens of the United States
residing in the respective areas of administration.”

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of
order.

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, g little while ago the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. Taser] offered an amendment
to this whole paragraph which would have returned the
control of relief, aided by the expenditure of Federal money
to the respective States. That amendment was defeated.

This amendment has for its purpose the elimination of
politics in the administration of this fund. It does not in
any way disturb the W. P. A. set-up, except this: Instead
of a political administration in the several States, who have
used relief funds for political purposes, it substitutes for
this political administration a nonpartisan board to be set
up by each of the States.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BACON. I yield.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does the gentleman think that at this
time there can be a nonpolitical, nonpartisan board?

Mr. BACON. If it is a nonpartisan board, or a bipartisan
board, at least the minority party members would have full
knowledge of any attempt to play politics with the tax-
payers’ money and would be able to resist it.

This amendment sets up a nonpartisan board in the differ-
ent localities. It is an attempt to cooperate with the present
W. P. A. by nonpartisan boards in the States, counties, and
several political subdivisions of the States. It continues, how-
ever, the present organization in Washington.

Mr. CURLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BACON. No; I have but 5 minutes. It is an attempt
to give the States, counties, and smaller political units a
“say” about the expenditure of this money and not only Mr.
Hopkins’ bureaucratic administration. It is an honest at-
tempt to eliminate politics from relief. [Applause.]

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to
the amendment. I ask unanimous consent that all debate
upon this amendment close in 2 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman
withdraws his reservation of a point of order?

Mr. WOODRUM. Yes. The amendment offered by the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Bacon] undertakes to set
up what he calls nonpartisan boards in the States, fo work
in a cooperative effort with the W. P. A. Administrator.
It will just be another hurdle, another impediment, another
stumbling block in the way of quick administration of this
relief fund. We can sit here for days and figure out ways
in which we think we might improve on this program, but
after all we must either go forward or junk the whole thing.
For my part, I think Mr, Hopkins is doing a good job. I
think he is doing as good a job as any man could do with
the problem he has to handle. He does cooperate with
State agencies and works in cooperation with those agencies
as far as he can. I hope the amendment will be rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from New York.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment, which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CHUrcH: Page 22, line 8, after the
word “appropriation”, insert the following: “Provided, however,
That no part of the !unds herein appropriated shall be used for
the continuation of the activities of the Resettlement Adminis-
tration.”

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Chairman, I feel so keenly against the
Tugwellian philosophy of government, his state capitalistic
theory of regimentation and control, that I am submitting
this amendment in an effort to make absolutely certain that
none of these funds will be at the disposition of Dr. Tugwell
and the Resettlement Administration.

To indicate the attitude of Dr. Tugwell toward our demo-
cratic system of government and the Congress of the United
States, which is the very nucleus of that system, I wish to
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call your attention to the form of lease used by the Tugwell
Resettlement Administration, which makes the licensee or
homesteader a mere instrument of the Government. He vir-
tually contracts away his individual freedom, I have already
spoken about this matter this afternoon, but I again call your
aftention to one section of that homestead lease or license
which should be of special interest to us as representatives
of the people. I read from one of the homesteaders’ con-
tracts, form RA-MA 12, revised January 15, 1936, and ap-
proved by Administrator Tugwell:

6. Noneligibility to benefits: No Member of or Delegate to Con-

gress or Resident Commissioner shall be permitted to any share or
part of this license or to any benefit that may arise thereupon.

No Member of Congress wants to share in these benefits.
He speaks as though there really were some benefits, but I
personally resent the implication which such a provision in
a contract makes. Remember that this contract form is sent
to at least the 500,000 people he refers to as likely home-
steaders, indirectly expressing to them a bureaucrat’s opin-
ion of their representatives in Congress.

I have presented this amendment to give you an oppor-
tunity of expressing your convictions on this matter by your
vote. I want to give you an opportunity to stop Tugwellism
in the United States as a growing theory of government
under the New Deal which can certainly be said to be com-
munistic.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. CHURCH. I am sorry, I cannot yield. The gentle-
man has plenty of time and has control of it. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask Members of Congress to express by their vote in
favor of this amendment their resentment of this insult.
It is an unwarranted reflection on Members of Congress sent
throughout the United States and its Territories, scattered
broadcast, by Tugwell and his resettlement organization.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illi-
nois has expired.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, not one cent of this
money can be allotted to the Resettlement Administration.
It has all to be spent by the Works Progress Administration,
except as we otherwise specifically provide in the bill.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes.

Mr. CHURCH. I say that under the wording of this bill
every nickel of the billion and a half dollars can be used by
the President’s turning it over to any department and then
turning that department or bureau over to Tugwell: the so-
called restrictions are not restrictions.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, if this bill passes in its
present form the President will not have any authority or
power to allot one cent of this money. The appropriation is
made by Congress to the Works Progress Administration, to
be expended by the Works Progress Administration, and not
one iota of authority is carried to the President or anybody
else to allot any of this money. Even Mr. Hopkins himself
cannot allot it.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired. The question is on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Illinois.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. HuLL: On page 22, line 8, after the
word “appropriation”, insert: “Provided further, That there may
be apportioned from the amount herein included for rural reha-
bilitation and relief to farmers an amount sufficient to provide
work-relief projects which will enable farmers indebted to the

Credit Administration or the Resettlement Administration
for feed and seed loans, to pay such loans from the proceeds of

such employment.”

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of
order against the amendment.

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I should like to explain the
situation which brings forth this amendment.

During the terrific drought which affected the dairy region
of the Northwest, thousands of dairymen had their crops de-
stroyed. Noft only in 1 year but for several years a large
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portion of that section of the country had suffered from dry
weather, and for a number of years the farmers were on a
steady decline so far as financial and other resources were
concerned. Then came the drought year of 1934. The Gov-
ernment purchased thousands of head of cattle from those
dairymen to keep them from starving, depleting the herds,
and then furnished feedstuffs to take care of other cattle.
Last year was not a good crop year in many of the counties
in that dairy region. In consequence, the amount of the
seed loans has grown to a considerable amount. In one
county in my district the amount is over $100,000.

There are many farmers who want to pay, and they can-
not pay their feed and seed loans. The Resettlement Ad-
ministration has endeavored to work out a plan whereby a
portion of them can have work on work-relief projects, such
as farm-to-market roads. There are loans, however, which
were obtained from the Farm Credit Administration. The
Farm Credit Administration has manifested no similar inter-
est in the farmers. Its agents have pressed farmers on
their seed loans and continue to harass them, even though
the situation is plain that payment should not be expected
at this time.

1, therefore, present this amendment with the hope that it
may have favorable consideration, even though technically
a point of order may lie against it. Unless something can be
sccomplished under this measure and the farmers afforded
some relief, the hardships under which they are laboring
will become greater instead of lessened. Certainly the farm-
ers who have so long suffered because of conditions over
which they had no control are entitled to a full measure of
consideration.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I must insist upon my
point of order.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr., McCoORMACK).
pared to rule.

The amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. Huiri] proposes a new subject not included in this para-
graph, relating to loans, and the Chair holds that the amend-
ment is not germane, and therefore sustains the point of
order. :

Mr. BEITER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Berrer: Page 21, beginning with line
9, strike out all down to and including line 8, on page 22, and
insert in lieu thereof the following:

“WORKS PROGRESS AND PUBLIC WORKS ADMINISTRATIONS

“To provide relief, and work relief on useful projects, in the
United States and its Territories and Oons:

"By the Works Progress Administration, $1,075,000,000, to re-
main available until June 30, 1937 (except as herein otherwise au-
thorized) : Provided, That this appropriation shall be avallable for
the following classes of public projects, Federal and non-Federal,
and the amounts to be used for each class shall not, except as
hereinafter provided, exceed the respective amounts stated,

amely:
> “(a) Highways, roads, and streets, $311,850,000;

“(b) Public buildings, $118,450,000;

“(¢c) Parks and other recreational facilities, including buildings
therein, $118,400,000;

“(d) Public utilities, including sewer systems, water supply and
purification, airports, and other transportation facilities, $129,-

000;
259'{3) Flood control and other conservation, $66,900,000;

“(f) White-collar projects, $64,800,000;

“(g) Women's projects, $64,300,000;

“(h) Miscellaneous work projects, $53,600,000;

“(1) National Youth Administration, $53,600,000; and

“(j) Rural rehabilitation and relief to farmers, $64,300,000:
Provided further, That the amount specified for any of the forego-
ing classes may be increased by not to exceed 15 percent thereof
by transfer of an amount or amounts from any other class or
classes in order to effectuate the purposes of the foregoing appro-

jation.
pr'?ﬁy the Federal Emergency Administration of Public Works
$349,950,000 to remain avallable until June 80, 1837 (except as
herein otherwise provided) : Provided, That this aj shall

be available for the following classes of public projects, Federal
and non-Federal, namely:

“(b) Public bulldings;
th“m Parks and other recreational facilities, including buildings

The Chair is pre-
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“(d) Public utilities, including sewer systems, water supply,
and purification, EIJ?GTB and other transportation facilities; and

“(e) Flood control and other conservation.”

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of
order against the amendment, to let the gentleman make a
short statement.

Mr, BEITER. Mr. Chairman, you have heard of Custer's
last stand—well, this may be Berrer’s last stand! In offer-
ing this amendment I promise not to bore you any further
with figures, statistics, or numerical facts of any kind con-
cerning the merits of the public-works program. I do not
know, of course, what the ultimate fate of my amendment
will be, but I know that whatever the outcome I shall con-
tinue to believe in and uphold the public-works plan of
permanent improvement. I am thoroughly convinced that
the formula is not only practicable but for many reasons far
more desirable than any other method. This is my convic-
tion, and recent developments have only served to further
my belief.

The newspapers would have us believe that the main issue
in this campaign is a personal feud between the heads of
the W. P. A. and P. W. A, agencies. This, of course, might
make interesting reading, but personalities are in no way
involved. I ask that you consider the amendment I have
proposed, and vote for it if you believe in a well-planned
program of useful permanent public improvement, and
against it if you approve of a program of temporary relief.

I have no quarrel with W, P. A. and admire the way in
which that agency has taken men and women from the relief
rolls and created jobs to fit their capabilities. However, the
qualifications of a great proportion of the people on the
relief rolls do not fit them for work on construction projects.

Unemployed clerks and destitute seamstresses cannot be
converted into stonemasons, steel workers, and cement fin-
ishers overnight. Whether we want to continue a program
that was originally intended to be used for a short time
only and as an emergency measure of abolishing unemploy-
ment must be decided here and now. Three years have
passed since the first emergency-relief measure was pro-
posed and enacted and the extent to which private industry
can reemploy men and women who are without any means
of earning a living is still problematical. We can help in-
dustry expand its pay rolls if P. W. A. is continued. You are
well acquainted with the facts and with what has happened
during the past 3 years. What might be expected from both
the W. P, A. and P. W. A. is well known to all of you. Let
us strike a balance between & rational program and one
characterized by sentiment.

If you believe in the old-fashioned and still popular theory
that a better life for the American people is available when
factories are going full speed, and mills are operating at the
highest capacity, then give industry a break! Vote to con-
tinue the public-works program.

In brief, this amendment sets aside $349,950,000 for public-
works projects that have been submitted by municipalities
in good faith, at the invitation of the Interior Department.
Many of them have gone fo considerable expense in the prep-
aration of plans, have hired architects and engineers, and
sent them here to Washington, only to be told that there were
no further funds.

These projects include such things as schoolhouses, water-
works, and sewer systems, and the like of that. This amend-
ment, if adopted, would permit 1,500 projects that compare
favorably with W. P. A, projects, to be completed.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr, WOODRUM. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of order
against the amendment that it is not germane to the
paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York
desire to be heard on the point of order?

Mr. BEITER. I do not.

Mr. DOBBINS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard on the
point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the
gentleman from Illinois.




6990

Mr. DOBBINS. Mr. Chairman, the amendment presented
by the gentleman from New York makes no change whatever
in the class of work that is to be done. The same language
that applies to the various items of this work which the bill
provides shall be done under the direction of the Works Prog-
ress Administrator is employed in the ferms of the amend-
ment which provide for the manner of expenditure of a
certain part of those funds which are by this amendment
allocated to the Federal Emergency Administration of Public
Works. The paragraph begins with the identical language
employed in the Work Relief and Employment Relief Act of
1935, except the act of 1935 applied to both these Adminis-
trators, while the bill under consideration mentions only one.
The amendment, therefore, provides for the transfer of the
authority over part of this work, or a division of the author-
ity over this work, leaving, roughly, about 75 percent of the
fund to be administered by the Works Progress Administrator
and transferring approximately 25 percent of it to the Federal
Emergency Administrator of Public Works.

In making this transfer—this is an important point of
which I ask the Chair to take notice—in making this trans-
fer the amount of the entire appropriation is reduced by
$50,000. It is, therefore, a retrenchment in expenditures;
and even if it were legislation on an appropriation bill it
would be proper because of the retrenchment if it be germane
to the subject matter of the bill. The question under con-
sideration is whether or not the amendment is germane. I
have pointed out that the work to be done is the same work
provided to be done by the bill itself by the Works Progress
Administrator.

A transfer of authority from one department to another,
not merely from one relief agency to another relief agency,
but from one executive department to another executive
department has been held fo be germane. I refer the Chair
to Hinds' Precedents, volume IV, paragraphs 3885 and 3887,
cited on page 394 of Jefferson’s Manual; and I am going to
read the digest of those decisions:

To a bill making appropriations for the Indian Service, an
amendment erring the management of Indian affairs from
the Department of the Interior to the War Department, but pro-
viding no reduction of expenditures, was held to be germane as

an amendment, but subject to the point of order, as being a
change of law, and no retrenchment appearing as the result of
the proposed change.

The amendment here under consideration, however, pro-
poses a retrenchment, and this makes it germane.

In the second decision I cite to the Chair the retrench-
ment was made, and I read the digest of the decision:

To the pension appropriation bill, a proposed amendment trans-
ferring the Pension Bureau from the nt of the Interior
to the War Department; also providing that the offices of Com-
missioner and Deputy Commissioner of Pensions be abolished, and
that the duties of those offices be performed by Army officers,
to be designated for that purpose, without additional pay, was
held to be in order, being and retrenching expenditures
in the manner provided in the rule.

The pending amendment goes nothing like as far as the
amendments discussed in those two decisions, because the
pending amendment provides for no new duties to be
performed, for no different class of work to be carried out,
but simply in form establishes, and in fact continues, a divi-
sion of responsibility in the administration of the fund,
transferring a portion of it from one administrator to an-
other, and providing a reduction of $50,000 in the amount
required to be expended.

Upon this authority, Mr. Chairman, I submit this amend-
ment is in order and not subject to either of the criticisms
pointed out.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia
desire to be heard on the point of order?

Mr. WOODRUM. I do not think so, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule.

The bill before the Committee provides—

To continue to provide relief and work relief on useful projects
in the United States and its Territories and possessions by the
Works Progress Administration.

A certain sum of money is appropriated and allocated for
the purposes therein stated. The amendment proposed by
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the gentleman from New York strikes out this section and
substitutes not only provisions which refer to the Works
Progress Administration but also inserts new language refer-
ring to the Federal Emergency Administrator of Public
Works, which is a separate and distinct governmental agency
from the Works Progress Administration.

The Chair has before him a decision in a case where it
being proposed that the Secretary of War issue medals to
personnel of the Army, an amendment was offered proposing
that Secretaries of other departments issue similar medals to
personnel of the Navy, the Coast Guard, as well as the Army,
This was held to be not germane.

It does not necessarily follow that two subjects are ger-
mane because they are related to one another.

There is a long line of decisions supporting the funda-
mental proposition that it is not in order to propose to amend
one individual proposition by another individual proposition,
even though they may be of the same class.

It appears to the Chair that the proposed amendment
seeks to amend one individual proposition by the addition
of another individual proposition. They may be in the same
class, but the pending paragraph relates fo the Works Prog-
ress Administration, while the proposed amendment attempts
to amend it by bringing within its provision an allocation of
funds fo be utilized and expended through the Public Works
Administration.

It therefore seems to the Chair that the amendment is not
germane for this reason, and the Chair therefore sustains
the point of order.

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,
which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. McLeEaN: On page 21, line 19, after

the word “roads”, strike out the word “and", and after the word
“streets” insert “and elimination of rallroad grade cressings.”

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amend-
mer.'l;t is perfectly clear, and there should be no objection
to it.

No one will deny the necessity for the elimination of
railroad grade crossings, and the necessity becomes greater
as time goes on and speed and use of automobiles increase.
Much work is being done by the Public Works Administration
in this regard. In many sections of New Jersey, by reason
of our proximity to the cities of New York and Philadelphia,
there are many grade crossings which must be eliminated.
Much progress has been made along this line by the cooper-
ation of State, counties, cities, and railroads. Many projects
were under way when the depression developed and had to be
abandoned, and now remain in an unfinished state. They
offer excellent opportunity for relief employment, mostly
manual labor being all that is required. I send to the desk
and ask that it be read and printed as a part of my remarks
a telegram from the Hon. Edward Nugent, city attorney of
the city of Elizabeth, N. J., which explains the situation in
my own city, and except for the number of crossings in the
single projects is typical of many others throughout the
State. No better use can be made of a portion of the money
provided for public works under this bill. I strongly urge
the adoption of the amendment.

By direction of Mayor Joseph A. Brophy, Elizabeth, N. J,, your
attention is respectfully called to the imperative requirements of
our city and its peculiar situation respecting elimination of grade
crossings accompanied with municipal request for your aid and
official support in presenting Elizabeth's claim for priority in the
Public Works allocation of Federal money for eliminating grade
crossings in New Jersey. Utility commissioners March 11, 1915,
initiated proceedings to hear and determine whether or not 22
highways at Elizabethport intersected by the main line of the
Central Railroad of New Jersey were dangerous to public safety.
Fourteen years were consumed taking testimony. Experts of na-
tional reputation assisted the commission. Exhibits, maps, and
detailed drawings were filed, and on May 7, 1929, the board deter-
mined as facts that “each of the 22 public highways named in the
proceedings crossed by the railroad should be altered, that all the
crossings are dangerous to public safety”, and work was ordered
to begin January 31, 1931, to be continually carried on to comple-
tion within 3 years, or by January 1, 1934. Concrete abutments,
retalning walls, and filling for railroad embankments was begun
before 1931, but in 1932 financial conditions prevented the railroad
from proceeding, and Governor Moore was obliged to use State
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contribution for emergency relief. Result, work at standstill ap-
%roxjmstelysym Pmnssmtuawwkappmedbynmrdor

tility Commissioners of New Jersey, and well advanced on list of
recommended projects. Plans completed in conjunction with
board engineers. Work eliminating main-line dangerous crossings
in city of 114,000, where labor, skilled and unskilled, available
and every detail complete for instituting project.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr, Chairman, I rise in opposition to
the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, the purposes sought to be accomplished by
the amendment just offered are already contemplated in the
break-down which is carried in this bill. It is purely sur-
plusage, and I do not think the bill should be loaded up with
things already in it; therefore I ask that the amendment be
defeated. s

Mr., SHANNON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri.

Mr, SHANNON. Is it the purpose to carry on until the
final vote on this bill this evening?

Mr., WOODRUM. It is the intention to complete the
bill this evening, and I may say to the gentleman that we
are making splendid progress.

Mr, McLEAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM. I yield to the gentleman from New
Jersey.

Mr. McLEAN. Did I understand the gentleman to say
that the provisions of this bill contemplate a portion of this
money will be allocated for the elimination of grade
crossings?

Mr. WOODRUM. It is not specifically earmarked, but it
is set out in the break-down that a portion of it may be used
for this purpose by the Works Progress Administrator.

Mr. McLEAN. And the gentleman has reason to believe
it will be so used?

Mr. WOODRUM. It was specifically so stated in the
hearings.

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM. I yield to the gentleman from New
York.

Mr. TABER. I understood Mr. Hopkins to say he did not
intend to use this money for grade-crossing elimination. I
may be mistaken, but that is my understanding.

Mr. WOODRUM. I think the gentleman is mistaken, He
said it would not be used for “major” grade-crossing elim-
ination.

Mr. CHRISTIANSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM. I yield to the gentleman f{rom
Minnesota.

Mr. CHRISTIANSON. Does the gentleman consider the
language “highways, roads, and streets” is broad enough to
cover the construction of bridges?

Mr. WOODRUM. I think so.

Mr, WHITE. Is it the intention to take a final vote on
this bill tonight?

Mr. WOODRUM. We want to take the bill up to the final
vote.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McLean].

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. TABER, Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which
I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Tager: Page 22, line 8, after the word
“appropriation”, insert “Provided, That no part of the appropria-

tions contained herein shall be used for the construction or opera-
tion of transient or hobo camps.”

Mr. TABER. Mr, Chairman, this was one of the great
abuses of the P, W. A. and the W. P, A. These camps were
erected in communities and large numbers of transients
gathered there, and then the camps were taken away and
the communities left to provide for them. I think the Con-
gress should provide against a recurrence of that abuse, and,
therefore, I hope the amendment which I have just offered
will be adopted.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr, Cha.irman. I rise in opposition to
the amendment,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

6991

Mr. Chairman, I may say fo the gentleman that the hear-
ings show that none of those camps are now in operation,
and the program has been entirely abandoned. This amend-
ment, if adopted, would simply amount to surplus, and I
ask that the Members defeat the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from New York.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chah‘man, I offer an
amendment, which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. MarTIN of Colorado: Page 22, after
line 8, insert the following: “all rehabilitation loan payments to
farmers in the drought area during the pericd May 1 to November 1,
1935, be, and the same are hereby, canceled and held for naught as
obligations against the said farmers and their property: Provided,
That this act shall not apply to standard rehabilitation cases
designated by the Resettlement Administration as class 30 cases.”

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order
against the amendment.

Mr, MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I have offered
this amendment, which is copied from my H. R. 12415, for
the purpose of exhibiting the gross injustice and discrimi-
nation which has been worked against relief farmers in
the drought area of parts of eight States. Prior to May 1,
1935, all needy farmers in the drought area who could
not qualify for bona fide or standard rehabilitation loans
were on direct relief and were direct-relief cases just the
same as in the case of city dwellers. In April 1935 the
relief administrator issued an order putting all these
farmers under a mortgage-loan system. They were offered
a loan, and they had to take the loan or else they were
out. Under this order perhaps 8,000 farmers in my State,
most of them in my district, were required to take loans
whether they had any security or not, whereas a similar
case in the city was continued on direct relief. Most of
them had been burnt out until they had nothing. The
result is that those farmers are mortgaged whether they
have any security or not. They continue to owe this debt
to the Government. The Resettlement Administration,
recognizing the injusfice of that sifuation, on November 1
last substituted for the loans a system of subsistance grants,
meaning direct relief.

But the fact remains that all these farmers for the period
of May 1 to November 1, 1935, were under loans and mort-
gages to the Government for what was really simply direct
relief, and in all justice and fairness these loans ought to
be canceled.

Mr. MAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. I yield.

Mr. MAY. Is not the gentleman afraid that this would
be the beginning of a campaign to create a paramount
issue in the Presidential election of 1940 fo surrender all
the Federal land bank and home owners’ loans and all
other similar loans that have been made?

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Not at all; and let me say to
my friend that when the Resettlement Administration can- -
celed the loan system and put these farmers under sub-
sistence grants on November 1, 1935, he recognized the
injustice of having placed them under a loan system in the
first place. The account is now closed and all it could
cost the Government would be the amount of the alleged
loans made to these farmers during that period of time
from May 1 to November 1, 1935,

And, may I ask in fairness and justice, why should a
farmer—a tenant, we will say, on a drought-burned farm
and having a family—be arbitrarily shifted from direct
relief and put under a mortgage loan which in 9 cases
out of 10 he could never repay, although it would hang
over his head, while if the same man with his family lived in
town he would be continued on direct relief and owe the
Government nothing? Why, Mr., Chairman, even farm
hands, even ex-farm hands, people living in small towns who
had an agricultural background, even coal miners—were
arbitrarily swept under this loan system and budgeted for a
year’s necessaries and made a loan accordingly on a monthly
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installment plan. I feel fully justified in saying that it pre-
sents a clear case of gross injustice and discrimination.
These alleged loans were and are nothing but relief grants
and ought to be so treated, and the loans canceled and these
poor farmers absolved from the knowledge that they are
indebted to the Government, which may yet fall upon them
to collect. I can see no precedent in such action for can-
.celation of farm and home loans.

Now, understand, I am not charging the Resettlement Ad-
ministration with creating this situation. It was handed
over to them ready made when Resettlement was set up last
summer. I deeply appreciate the action of the Resettlement
Administrator in changing these farmers from loans-to direct
relief the 1st of last November.

I spent nearly all of my alleged congressional vacation last
summer working for this change, and I have felf that its
accomplishment was the most worth-while thing I have done
‘since my return to Congress. But justice will never be fully
done until these alleged mortgage loans are charged off the
books. I shall ask leave to insert as part of my remarks a
letter written by me to the Resettlement Administrator pro-
posing this cancelation. In response to the letter I have been
given to understand that the Government will not press for
repayment, but I have deemed it advisable to introduce the
bill I referred to, which, stripped of the whereases, is em-
bodied in my amendment. Some day, in one way or another,
these alleged loans, 90 percent of which can never be paid,
must be charged off the books, and it ought to be done by
act of Congress, which is the only authority that can do it.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon the point
of order.

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my remarks and to include therein
the letter written by me to the Resettlement Administrator,
already referred to, covering this matter much more clearly
and fully than I have been able to do under the 5-minute
rule,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Colorado?

There was no objection.

Mr. MARTIN of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, the following
is the letter to the Resettlement Administrator:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
House or REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D. C., January 15, 1936.
Hon. Rexrorp G.

TUGWELL,
Resettlement Administrator, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mz, TvowerL: At this time I feel it Incumbent upon
me as a Representative of the farm drought area, endeavoring to
bring about an adjustment or equality of treatment between rural
and urban populations on rellef, to burden you with a review
as briefly as possible of the rehabilitation activity in that region
and what further I think ought to be done about it.

'I‘abeginwlth.reha.bﬂttstlonloamwmumitadwthattypeo!
fa.rmerswhognvepmmiseofbutng le to carry on if refinanced
were able to

to

pereentotthnfarmmlnmtﬂeastern@oicnﬂomdmrﬁonsot
adjoining States. (Now still further reduced, and properly so,
by transfer to subsistence grants.)

On April 17, 1936, Mr. R. E. Kiely, director of Rural Rehabllita-
tion for Colorado, acting on instructions from F. E. R. A, Wash-
ington, issued Bulletin No. 654 to all county administrators. The
first paragraph of instructions reads as follows:

“First. All farmers who are receiving feed will be transferred to
rural rehabilitation rolls. This applies to those clients working
on a farm, for a farmer, and to farmers, whether they be renters,
lessees, farm owners, or hired help.”

Under this order some 8,000 cases were arbitrarily swept under
the rehabilitation loan plan. Rural Rehabilitation had to accept
them without question and they had to accept the rural re-
habilitation loan or go without relief.

Budgets for the ensuing year were made up for these cases,
to be paid in monthly l.nstallment.s. and the farmers were required
to execute mortgage notes to secure payment. I may say here
that, perhaps, not 10 percent of these farmers had any sub-
stantial security. Perhaps half or more of them were merely
tenants. In many cases they were merely farm hands. In some
cases they were merely ex-farmm hands. The classification in-
cluded persons living in towns and villages who had an agri-
cultural background or had worked on a farm. Colonies of coal
miners who lived on small owned or rented tracts of land were
classed as agricultural. In the great majority of cases it was
obvious that there was no possibility of repayment.
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The new status became effective as of May 1 and the first loan
checks were paid in May. So far as I could learn, the May pay-
ment was satisfactory. The applicants received maximum monthly
payments for May. But from May on, the following is a typical
case: The farmer got $43.50 In May; $17 in June; $10 in July; and
at the time I saw him, the first of October, he had received no
further payments. I believe the record will show it to have been
the rule that the great bulk of the monthly payments were ma-
terially reduced after the first one. In addition, there were several
serious delays in payment, involving 1 to 2 months’ time. Two of
these delays occurred between May 1 and November. The delay
in November and December 1935 payments grew out of the transfer
of these cases from loans to subsistence grants.

I went through the district early in ©ctober and found universal
dissatisfaction with the plan. The chief grounds of dissatisfaction
were: Cutting of the monthly amount from month to month and
delay in payment; distress among merchants who had begun giving
these farmers credit on the basis of their supposed monthly allow-
ance; distress among banks carrying the merchants; and, later,
disqualification of the farmers for works-progress projects.

Another distressing feature involved a considerable percentage of
farmers who, after receiving their May check, refused to sign the
mortgage note, and thereby became disqualified not only for the
rehabilitation loan but for all other forms of Government relief.
There were 200 such cases in Baca County, Colo., which is the heart
of the Dust Bowl in Colorado. These families lived in a state of
semlistarvation.

As the result of my investigation I sent a number of telegrams to
you, to Mr. Hopkins, and to the President. I may say here that as
to nearly every statement I made in those telegrams or elsewhere
concerning the plan, I first checked up with rehabilitation agents,
who almost invariably verified the information which had been
given me by farmers, merchants, bankers, and others. .

During my investigation, I came to the conclusion that the
farmers swept under the loan plan by bulletin no. 654, were in
fact purely relief cases and not loan cases in any true sense. The
bulky file I have accumulated on this matter shows that this is
the view of the Resettlement Administration from the Washing-
ton offices down to the county agents.

And this is not all. I have seen official correspondence showing
clearly that the representative of F. E. R. A. who caused this
change to be made was advised by both F. E. R. A. and R. R. A,
directors that these were relief cases and not loan cases, and
p;'edictmg some of the chief evils which have developed in the
plan.

Now for the question. If the farmers transferred to loans
under the bulletin no. 654 were relief and not rehabllitation cases,
why should not the loans be canceled or charged up to relief where
they properly belong?

This question arose in my mind before there had occurred to
me possibilities of new difficulties which I now foresee. I very
deeply appreciate the action of the Resettlement Administration in
transferring these farmers from loans to subsistence grants. And
also the action of the Works Administration in qualifying
a large percentage of them for work, which process is now under
way. But I am apprehensive that the farmers who are given work
will be confronted with the requirement of surrendering their
pay checks in satisfaction of loans or advances made them between
May 1 and November 1.

In my telegrams to the President, to yourself, and to Mr. Hop-
kins, I have stressed the fact that the farmer with a family on
rellef who owned no lands, had no crops or income or means of
support, was in a condition entirely comparable with the city
worker on rellef. The farmer was forced under a loan
for his subsistence. The city worker was granted relief gratis.
When Works came, the city worker on relief was qualified
for employment at $48 to $62 per month and owed the Govern-
ment nothing. But the farmer who has now been qualified for
work will owe the Government for what was really direct relief.
It is my firm conviction that equity and fair dealing would dictate
the cancelation of these specific loans or their conversion. into
relief by some proper order.

I am not here mentioning seed or feed or stock or any other
form of loans made to farmers prior to the Bulletin No. 654 but
only to the loans made them under the budgets executed pursuant
to sald bulletin.

In conclusion, I would very much appreciate the opportunity of
going over the question with you personally at your convenience.
If this audience can be had, I would consider it helpful if you
were to cause to be prepared a table or statement showing the
number of cases under classes 40 and 41 as they are known of the
rehabilitation loans and the approximate total amount advanced
by the Government to these classes.

Very respectfully,
JoaN A. MARTIN,
Member of Congress.

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Colorado relates to a new subject matter and is
not germane, and the Chair therefore sustains the point of
order.

Mr. DITTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask-unanimous consent
to extend my remarks at this point in the REecorb.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of
the gentleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.
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Mr, DITTER. Mr. Chairman and Members of the Com-
mittee, a little more than a year ago the President requested
of the Congress an appropriation of $4,800,000,000 to carry
on 8 work-relief program. Af that time representations were
made that employment would be provided for 3,500,000 of
our people and the impression prevailed that the program
would stimulate private industry and result in a material
diminution of the unemployment load. Broad discretionary
powers were delegated to executive agencies to carry on
the program. Unlimited funds enabled excursions into all
fields of experiment. Professors vied with politicians in
providing ways to spend money. The speculation spree of
the late twenties was imitated by the spending spree of the
past year as the urge was given to spend our way into
prosperity. What a loyely dream it proved to be, but what
a sad awakening.

Today another blanket appropriation is being pushed
through the House. It comes as a result of the President’s
message in which he said in part, “There are at present
approximately 5,300,000 families and unattached persons
who are in need of some form of public assistance.” This
is a startling confession of failure. Based on a minimum
estimate of three to a family it means that more than
15,000,000 persons must be maintained at the expense of the
Government. It means that after 3 years of experiment,
extravagance, and exploitation, the present administra-
tion comes to the American people and admits the futility
of its efforts. It means that the experiments with every-
thing from pigs to parlors are but the nebulous creations
of theorists. It means that the extravagances of all the
newly created Federal bureaus regulating and ordering the
food, clothing, and shelter of the American people are
shameful wastes and riotous profligacy. It means that the
exploitation of those in distress for purely polifical pur-
poses constifutes one of the most shocking episodes in
American history. On the eve of a national election the
New Dealers admit defeat. They blandly tell the American
people that even though we have prostituted public office
by casting aside civil-service requirements; even though
we have created political sinecures for hundreds of thou-
sands of our henchmen and vassals; even though we have
penalized businessmen and punished wage earners by the
imposition of an unbearable tax burden; even though we
have made no appreciable reduction in the unemployment
load after spending billions of dollars in fantastic schemes
and on fanciful projects, nevertheless they request a further
appropriation in order to carry on their program.

It is not hard to find the cause for the defeat which
the New Dealers have suffered in their efforts to put poten-
tial American wage earners back to work. The reason
can best be given by quotations from men who have been
identified with, at one time or another, the New Deal pro-
gram. No more ardent, loyal, and faithful disciple could
be found than Gen. Hugh Johnson, who is quoted as hav-
ing said, in referring to the Works Progress Administra-
tions’ program:

Bixty percent of this invented work is a needlessly expensive and
fatuous . The only argument is that it preserves pride
agalnst humiliation of home relief. Yet to go on work
rules require that a man first go on home relief. To get

must submit to the equivalent of a pauper'’s oath and
than one-half of all this effort is

and the inquisition attendant upon investigation. There
can be little doubt that the quotation to which I have just
referred is tenable, justifiable, and honest. But others
have also brought their contribution. Robert L. Johnson,
a former Relief Director of Pennsylvania, referring to the
change in administration at the time of the introduction
of the Works Progress Administration, is reported to have
said: “I can’t speak for the Nation, but I do know that one
unwise move in Pennsylvania, against which I fought, re-
sulted in $7,000,000 being wasted—wasted just as truly as
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if someone had taken 7,000,000 dollar bills and used them
to light cigars.”

Further observation of a similar character might be
added which would indicate that New Dealers themselves
are disappointed and chagrined over the ineffectiveness of
the program. The chief cause for the defeat of the New
Dealers program and the waste of billions of dollars can be
laid at the door of political manipulators. The attention
of the American public has been called to the glaring
irregularities in many States. Work relief is honeycombed
with politics. Honest men seeking an honest day’s work
for an honest dollar’s pay should not be required to enlist
in any political party. Efforts of large industrial employ-
ers to coerce, intimidate or compel their employees have
been denounced on all sides. I submit that the same
standard should apply and even more care should be exer-
cised when the Federal Government using taxpayers’ money
employs those who are in distress on public-works projects.
Unfortunately, however, such has not been the case. It has
come to the aftention to those in Congress that county
administrators have declared that workers who were not
in sympathy with the W. P. A. program and the political
administration in power would be eliminated from the
W. P. A. pay roll, and in order to bring about a compliance
by the unfortunate workman, the demand has been made
that supervisors and foremen should report those who
might be critical without delay. Our attention has been
directed to measures of penalty and punishment visited
upon those who refused to become a part of the political
party presently administering relief. Workmen on W. P. A.
projects have been required to purchase tickets, secure
subscriptions, and in other ways lend their aid to the highly
specialized political machine which seeks to perpetuate it-
self at the expense of the American taxpayer. In almost
a literal sense we have witnessed a program by which bread
was to be bartered for ballots. The American people had
been told that the exploiter in business was to be ban-
ished. I submit that the expleiter in human distress and
misery is far more reprehensible than the exploiter who
confines his efforts to other channels.

The money changers have been driven from the temple, but
the ballot traders had an invitation extended to them and a
warmth of welcome assured them as a part of the New Deal
hospitality.

Our more abundant life seems to consist chiefly in abun-
dance of evidence that ballots can be bought and that human
distress can be put on the auction block to the highest
political bidder. The administration in power should invite
a searching inquiry into the whole Works Progress Adminis-
tration in order that its true purposes might be carried out.
Reference should be made to the costs of operation which
result from the methods presently pursued in handling the
problem at Washington rather than permitting its adminis-
tration in each of the States. The same amount of money,
if allocated to each of the States on a basis by which the
States would contribute a share of the expense, would enable
worth-while projects to be developed and carried on under
local supervision and would provide for the employee a living
wage rather than a pauper’s pittance, Let each of the States
be charged with the responsibility for its relief program.
Let each of the States receive from the Federal Government
a contribution in proportion to the contribution which the
State makes in Federal taxes. Let each of the States insist
upon an honest day’s work for an honest day’s wage. We
owe no responsibility to those who do not want work but who
are anxious to live at the expense of a paternalistic govern-
ment. The old Colonial New England standard is still ap-
plicable, “He that will not work, should not eat.” Our
sympathy goes out to those who by reason of physical dis-
abilities, old age, or other circumstances prevent the ac-
ceptance of employment. To these the Federal Government
as well as the State governments owe a duty. For this group
everything should be done which will provide security and
livelihood.

My conviction is that America will respond to this chal-
lenge for the care of those unfortunate unemployables, but
I am equally convinced thai there should not be saddled
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upon the shoulder of the energetic, ambitious workman of
America the tax load to provide for their neighbors who are
slothful, shiftless, and indolent. In view of the fact that
public-works projects and human misery have been seized
upon by dictatorially minded political craftsmen to secure
absolute loyalty from the distressed and unemployed, it is
but natural that protests from all sides have been raised
against the Works Progress Administration. To support the
present measure would be to condone, excuse, and even ap-
prove that which has been condemned by impartial, non-
partisan observers throughout the land.

These are the conditions which have brought about the
admitted defeat of the New Deal program for unemploy-
ment. I believe that the majority of American workmen
desire to dignify their work by engaging in worth-while proj-
ects. I believe that there is still present in America a spirit
of industry and thrift. I believe that if the opportunity
were offered to those who are anxious for employment, that
they would respond by applying themselves energetically to
the tasks assigned to them. I believe that there are still
avenues of usefulness open to the American workman in
which he may demonstrate his ability and his willingness fo
work. I believe that the Federal Government’s funds could
be used by proper allocation, divorced from political control,
toward this end. I believe that industry could more readily
absorb millions of unemployed if the vacillating, inconsistent,
and uncertain policy of the present administration were to
be replaced by one of definiteness which would encourage
confidence. This faith gives me my only hope for the future.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,
which is at the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. SteraN: Page 22, line 8, after the
word “appropriation”, insert a new paragraph to read as follows:
“No part of the appropriations herein authorized shall be ex-
pended in industrial-plant p , except such indus-
trial-plant training be bona-fide vocational training, and not a
device to utilize the services of vocational trainees for private

profit.”

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of
order against the amendment. :

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe there is
anything controversial about this particular amendment. It
is simply an amendment offered for the purpose of safe-
guarding public funds from exploitation by private indus-
try. This matter came to the attention of the House Com-
mittee on Education sometime ago when we learned from
the representatives of labor and the representatives of the
Bureau of Education that the reports that the Members had
read in the newspapers that public funds had been ex-
ploited by private industry in plant training were true. !

The question came before the Committee on Education,
and we adopted in the Deen bill the very amendment I am
oﬁeﬂngbothjsparticula:bﬂlinordertosafeguardthese
public funds.

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STEFAN. I yield to the distinguished gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr. CONNERY. -Is this an amendment to take care of
the situation about which we had so many complaints in
the Committee on Labor about private employers taking
learners, under the plea it was vocational education, and
putting them in plants that were making dresses and shirts
under sweat-shop conditions and then selling them in the
open market in competition with goods made under decent
conditions?

Mr. STEFAN. I want to tell the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts that these goods were sold in competition with mer-
chandise produced in bona-fide factories where the Amer-
jecan standard of living was being maintained.

We want to protect public funds from being exploited by
private industry exploiting and enslaving the labor of
America.

Mr. CONNERY. If the gentleman will yield further, we
had many, many complaints of that sort, and I referred
them to Mr. Hopkins, and without mentioning the States
I may say that he went into certain States and investigated
matters and cleaned up conditions there. However, I am in
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favor of the gentleman’s amendment in order to see to it
that this does not happen again.

Mr, STEFAN. The gentleman will agree that this would
safeguard the matier and prevent such exploitation of labor,

Mr. CONNERY. Yes.

Mr. STEFAN. There is, in my opinion, today a unified
effort, backed by tremendous capital, to turn down and de-
stroy the high standard of American living. If that effort
succeeds today it will require the same amount of effort, the
same amount of sacrifice, and the same amount of time to
bring it back as it is today.

The past history of organized labor to give to the Amer-
ican working man and the American working woman a high
standard of living is a pathway strewn with a story of great
tragedy and great sacrifice on the part of those Americans
who wish to give an equal chance to all Americans to share
alike the blessings of this land of the free and the home of
the brave.

If nothing is done at this time, when millions of dollars
of the taxpayers’ money is being used in an effort to keep idle
people employed, to safeguard the exploitation of that money,
I predict that we will soon be confronted with an era of
slavery among American men and women workers.

The movement to enslave the American man and woman
once more is Nation-wide, and, in my opinion, it is backed by
a powerful organized minority in our country.

Today American industry is exploiting slave labor, not
only in the Far East but in other parts of the world, by
forcing the products of this labor into the salesrooms of
American places of business. Here this foreign-made mer-
chandise, because it is cheaper in price, also attracts the
attention of the multitude of unemployed, who, because
they have little money with which to buy, are forced to buy
merchandise made by slave labor. As a result, merchandise
made by American workers, whose wages are necessarily
higher, due to our determination to maintain our high stand-
ard of American living, is left on the shelves unpurchased,
with the result of more and more unemployed American
men and women.

It is no longer any secret that certain American industry
is now, and has been for many years, profiting greatly by the
exploitation of so-called slave labor in foreign lands, and
that this industry is ever on the alert to exploit low-cost
labor or slave labor in our own land.

To allow this to continue will bring but one result—en-
slavement of the American man and the American woman
and the breaking down forever of the high standard of
American living.

It is because I have given this matter much personal study;
because I have visited the factories in other lands from
which this foreign merchandise is made; because I have fol-
lowed that very merchandise back to our own country and
into our stores; and knowing the story first-hand, I have
taken much personal interest in the protection of the Amer-
ican labor market for the American workers.

I call attention of Members of this House to H. R. 12120,
a bill to provide for the further development of vocational
education in the several States and Territories.

This is a good bill and provides that the Government
shall appropriate a certain sum of money to aid the sev-
eral States in teaching men and women how to earn their
own living. It is endorsed by farm organizations. Our
committee has held many hearings on this bill. These
hearings developed that through the aid of vocational train-
ing some communities, by taking advantage of its benefits,
have not applied for Government relief.

Our bill is changed somewhat since its first writing, due to
these interesting and lengthy hearings. It was passed unani-
mously out of our committee after these changes had been
made. A similar bill has passed the Senate, but I am advised
that no hearings have been held by the Senate on that bill.

While I favor the principles in the Senate bill with some
reservations, I shall oppose it vigorously if certain sections
of our House bill are not retained; especially if one section
is not retained. 'The section is one of which I claim au-
thorship and which section I hope the House will help me
in retaining,
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The section, which is no. 6 in the House bill, reads as
follows:

No part of the appropriations herein authorized shall be ex-

pended in industrial-plant training programs, except such indus-
trial-plant training be bona-fide vocational training, and not a
device to utilize the services of vocational trainees for private

profit.

The purpose of this section is to protect American labor
from enslavement by those industries which would exploit
cheap labor with the taxpayers’ money. Its ultimate pur-
pose is to maintain the high standard of American living
by protecting the American man and the American woman
from exploitation by so-called sweatshops.

The taxpayers’ money has already been exploited. In-
vestigations have been made and certain recommendations
have been made to stop this exploitation of taxpayers’
money. In this new section in the vocational education bill
we members of the House Commitiee on Education feel that
we have a sure safeguard against any future or possible use
of taxpayers’ money by private enterprise which has as
its purpose the enslavement of men and women by certain
industries who have been driven from their old locations
by the principles of high standards of living.

Investigations show that certain Southern States are the
targets for scouts seeking cheap labor. People living in the
Northern and Eastern States, where many factories have
closed down, will be interested to know that the taxpayers’
money has in some cases been used to induce the moving
away from their localities into fresher fields by certain in-
dustries who have one objective in mind today—*“capture
cheap labor in order to secure greater profits.”

Members of this House should know that a series of com-
plaints were made within the last year to various depart-
ments of our Government regarding the labor standards of
plant-training programs conducted under public-school
offices and reimbursed from Federal funds. Certain in-
vestigators made visits and investigations in at least a dozen
plants and frade schools under public supervision and con-
trol in various cities, and also to plant-training programs
supervised and financed by certain firms. Members of this
House should know that as a result of certain investigations,
it has been found that the cotfon-garment, rayon, and silk
industries are migrating, and that certain powerful agen-
cies are stimulating this migration. Chambers of commerce,
which wish to improve local business conditions; power com-
panies, which wish to secure clients for sale of power; agents
of railroad companies, who wish to secure {ransportation
orders; owners of unoccupied factory buildings, who wish to
secure & return on their investment, are among the stimu-
lating factors which are resulting in this migration. The
industries which are seeking new locations are lending a
willing ear to these agencies because they claim they are
facing labor difficulties; because they find that the passage
of the Cooper-Hawes bill does not give them the advantage
of low-cost prison operation; because they wish to expand
their production; and most of all because they want loca-
tions where they can secure an abundant supply of cheap
labor.

Various communities are aiding in this migration of fac-
tories from their old location by offering tax exemptions for
as much as 5 years. In some cases factories are secured by
gifts, city bonds, and city funds. Some contributions are
made toward pay rolls for limited periods of adjustment. An
abundant supply of workers with high-school education have
been trained for these factories at public expense. It is
known that workers have been trained for the new indus-
tries in plant training programs conducted under public
supervision and control, and that applications for reimburse-
ments from State and Federal funds have been made for
seven plant training programs in operation at the time of the
survey.

I am sure that most Members of this House object to
irregular practices such as those in production where workers
are trained on production without pay up to as many as 12
weeks, and then transferred to the pay roll at learners’
wages, and goods produced without payment of regular
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wages being sold on the open market to compete with mer-
chandise made by workers on regular wages, based on the
high standard of living.

That taxpayers’ money has been used for private profit by
these industries is known, and even the superintendent of
the factories or the foremen were appointed as teachers and
paid at public expense.

I know Members of this House will object when the good
name of the public school is used to cloak certain schemes
for commercial gain and to cover practices contrary to Gov-
ernment regulations.

I believe in the use of these vocational-education funds in
teaching men and women skilled labor insofar as they are
not being exploited in mass production for the private bene-
fit of sweatshops, and it is for that reason that I hope Mem-
bers of this House will work with me in the retention of this
section 6 of the House bill for vocational education.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point
of order.

This whole question was developed in the collogquy be-
tween the gentleman from Nebraska and the gentleman from
Massachusetts. There were abuses of this kind, like there
were other abuses in this program. They were called to the
attention of the Works Progress Administrator. He investi-
gated them, as the gentleman from Massachusetts has said,
and they have been entirely cleaned up. We could stay here
from now until the crack of doom and continue to write
inhibitions into this bill.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM. I yield.

Mr. STEFAN. The gentleman would approve an amend-
ment to safeguard and prevent such enslavement of Ameri-
can labor happening again?

Mr. WOODRUM. I will say to my friend that we could
write any number of amendments here that nobody could
object to, but the condition the gentleman refers to does not
now exist, and to put such an amendment in the bill is
simply shadow-boxing. There is no use of cluttering up
this bill with perfectly useless provisions. I may say to my
friend from Massachusetts that whatever the merits of the
amendment may be Mr. Hopkins has cleaned the situation up
and we should not now slur him by writing something into
the bill.

Mr. CONNERY. You are really doing a favor to Mr. Hop-
kins by helping him out, because they are still at it; and if we
put this in the bill, it will give Mr. Hopkins a chance to wipe
it out.

Mr. STEFAN. I wish the gentleman would not construe
my remarks in a partisan way to the detriment of Mr.
Hopkins.

Mr. WOODRUM. I acquit the gentleman of any partisan
motive.

Mr. BOILEAU. Let me say that I have heard within a
month of conditions at present such as the gentleman from
Nebraska has stated.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. SteFar) there were 37 ayes and 61 noes.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 22, line 8, after the word “appropriation”, insert a new
proviso, as follows: “Provided further, That the Administrator may
certify out of the funds made available by this subsection grants
to States applying therefor to ald needy persons who have no
legal settlement in any one State or community, and to aid in
assisting cooperation and self-help associations for the barter of
goods and services.”

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that that is legislation on an appropriation bill and not
germane,

The CHAIRMAN. Dces the gentleman from California
desire to be heard?

Mr. SCOTT. I do not.

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment clearly is not ger-
mane, and the Chair sustains the point of order.
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. Mr. MAVERICE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 22, line 4, after the word “farmers”, strike out “$85,500,000"
and insert in lieu thereof the following: "“$160,500,000.”

Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Chairman, in offering this amend-
ment I am fully conscious that the Republicans will vote
against it 100 percent and the Democrats about 98 percent.
[Laughter.]

I do it to make a record because the matter it concerns is
extremely important.

THREE PHASES—DAM, PATRIOTIC HEAT, AND ISM—BUT NOTHING SETTLED

What have we done today? We have gone along in an easy
way on three major phases. In the first phase we spent 40
minutes naming a dam. I think that was all right because
it was named for a distinguished gentleman, but if this is not
congressional boondoggling, I will eat my hat. [Laughter.]
And we spent about 45 minutes in being horror-struck over
the alien situation——

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MAVERICEK. Yes.

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentleman says his amendment is
going to be voted against 100 percent on our side and 98
percent on his side. Then what is he doing now?

Mr. MAVERICK. Maybe I am boondoggling, but if I am,
I ought to have the right to do so, because there has been so
much of it here that I should have my portion of the time
allotted to me for that purpose. But let me proceed on the
second major phase of today’s business. We were horror-
struck over this alien situation, and we made speeches on
“Americanism” and got full of patriotic heat. But neither in
the naming of this dam nor in excluding aliens from the
relief rolls have we settled any economic guestion whatever.
Then the third was the usual thing, Tugwellism. It came up,
and that was spoken of in a horror-struck way by a Repub-
lican colleague. And by denouncing “Tugwellism” no eco-
nomic question was solved and nobody got jobs or bacon and
beans.

Let me discuss this amendment, which is in the nature of
agricultural relief, and leave Tugwell out for a minute, and
I hope not to mention him again for a while. We are abso-
lutely passing over the fundamental question of the agricul-
tural population of the United States. We have a situation
in reference to tenants and sharecroppers and agricultural
workers, where people are being dispossessed all over the
United States. We are doing nothing about it. The Rural
Resettlement Administration is an organization which puts
people back to work on the farm and leads them into land-
ownerships, or at least into making a living.

80 CERTAIN AS THE RISING OF THE SUN

I have said here many times that I am in favor of this
program for Mr. Hopkins, and I think it is absolutely neces-
sary. But I do think that some day we are going to have to
get down and talk about the real economic questions that
we have before us. That is all I have to say. I do not
suppose there is any necessity for anybody to speak against
the amendment because I know it will be voted down. But
I have made a record, and, so certain as the rising of the sun,
some day we must meet the issue.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. MAVERICK. Yes.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Eighty-five million dollars in the bill
for the farmers; and if that should be increased by 15 percent
that would amount to $95,000,000. Mr. Tugwell now has
over $100,000,000 unexpended for that purpose,

Mr. MAVERICEK. I know, but that is allotted.

Mr. BUCHANAN. There is $200,000,000, and yet you say
nothing has been done for the farmers.

Mr, MAVERICEK. I repeat, it has been allotted. Rural
rehabilitation must now practically stop, one of the most
necessary for America. We cannot pass this over forever.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Texas. i

The amendment was rejected.
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Mr, BIERMANN. Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. I do not want to take up the time of the Com-
mittee at this late hour, but there are a few facts and figures
I want to have before the Committee before the vote takes
place Monday. They have been ably set out in a letter writ-
ten to me by an able and distinguished gentleman from Iowa,
a State administrator, Mr. L. S. Hill, and I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks at this place by the insertion
of the letter.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The letter is as follows:

WorES PROGRESS ADMINISTRATION,
RovaL Union LrFe BurLping,
Des Moines, Iowa, May 1, 1936.
Hon. Frep BrerMANN, M. C.,
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.

My Dear ConcressMan: Enclosed are the latest break-downs by
counties of W. P. A. employment in your district.

It is probably unnecessary for me to remind you that continuous
employment of these people is of serious consequence, or to point
out again that the Iowa W. P. A. has been the only Federal work
agency which has successfully met this problem in our State.

It has been brought to my attention that a determined drive to
earmark $700,000,000 of the proposed work-relief funds for next
year for other Federal work agencies is in process.

You will recall at a conference a month or more ago we dis-
cussed the unemployment problem and considered what should be
done to take care of it in Iowa during the next year.

then showed that W. P. A. was employing approximately
36,000 people, while all other agencies were employing less than
1,700. There is no quarrel between the Iowa W. P. A. and other
agencies. W. P. A. would gladly surrender the burden of providing
employment, even to the point of closing up all W. P, A. activities.

The fact remains, however, that other agencies have not provided
employment, and indications are certain they will not during the
coming year. The enclosed tabulation, by counties in your dis-
trict, reveals that despite reductions In the number of W. P. A.
employees and despite several weeks of spring weather, other
agencies are still far below the number of relief people at work
that they were expected to take care of.

A list of 12 reasons why you should approve a $700,000,000 allo-
cation of relief funds to P. W. A, for next year is before me. Let
me, in the light of experience during the last 6 months, try and give
the W. P. A, side of this vexatious problem. The P, W. A. state-
;nizlnt of “brief reasons” and the W. P. A. side, as I see it, are as

ollows:

1. Projects definitely relieve unemployment by placing men to
work in their proper trades.

There are an estimated 40,000 people in Iowa who, because of
lack of opportunity during the last 15 years, when no apprentices
were hired in Iowa, are without skilled fraining and whom P. W. A.
contractors will not hire. These must be trained somehow, and in
the meantime, constituting the bulk of our unemployment load
must be placed on jobs at which they can earn security wages.

2. One and one-half to three men are put to work indirectly for
every one employed directly on construction site.

This is a debatable point, and even though true, as reflected in
improved business conditions, still has not, and most certainly will
not, solve the apparent permanent unemployment problem we have
in this State.

3. Direct and indirect employment will equal at least 1,140,000
men employed per year at current wages and salaries.

Granting this figure to be true, there will remain a monthly
average of 30,000 workers in Iowa who would not be taken care of
by private contract work.

4. The per capita cost to the Federal Government per man em-
ployed per year will not exceed $615, direct and indirect.

The per-capita cost of W. P. A. employees has been less than this
amount during the last 6 months in Iowa, including all overhead.

5. Public Works projects materially stimulate industry by multi-
gclty:ngbwmmmmmthreetmtheonmm—

on.

Worth-while public works built in your district, and which I
murgnyoutomspectwhenyoumtumhavaemcﬂythe same

6. Projects can soon be started and completed within a year.

Projects approved for P. W. A. a year ago are just starting in
Iowa, and many have not yet been started. W. P. A. projects were
started almost overnight.

7. Projects are economically sound, and of permanent nature.

Again I ask you to visit W. P. A. projects In your district and
arrive at your own conclusion as to their soundness and perma-
nency.

8. Projects constructed by contract yield $100,000,000 in taxes
to various governments, most of which would be lost if work
done by Government agency.

Taxes affect all wage earners and all sellers of building mate-
rials. What is true here in connection with P. W. A. applies
equally to W. P. A., whatever the figure may be.

9. P, W. A. 1s smooth-running organization having public con-
fidence and noted for its integrity.

There has never been any question as to the integrity of
W. P. A. in Iowa, and, if there were rough spots in the process
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of putting 36,000 people to work on worth-while jobs in a period
of weeks, certainly W. P. A. is a smooth-running organization in
a

5
Iowa now.

10. Over 6,130 approved projects are on file. Projects submitted
in good faith by political subdivisions scattered throughout the
United States only to find funds were not available.

More than $64,000,000 worth of projects in Iowa, asked for and
sponsored by local subdivisions of government, have been ap-
proved by the President and the Comptroller General of the
United States. (It might be noted here that, on the 45-55 grant
basis under which P. W. A. operates, projects are possible only
in those communities where local governments can raise the
necessary 55 t of costs. In at least 50 Iowa counties local
governments cannot do this, and it is in these counties where
unemployment loads are heaviest.)

11, When depression is over all of the public dollars expended
will still be paying dividends In socially valuable, Nation-enrich-

works.’
m%Ve believe the depression is over, and we also believe that,
despite business recovery, a permanent unemployment load, par-
ticularly in the poorer counties, will be with us next year and
for some years to come.

12. Sudden abandonment of P. W. A. now would kick the props
out from under construction and affiliated industries, precipitating
further unemployment.

W. P. A. expen

in meeting the Iowa unemployment problem, “earmark-
funds appropriated for that purpose to agencies, which

ve proven that they cannot take care of it, must be avoided.

In another letter I shall discuss nonconstruction activities of
P. A, pointing out those which have proven of value and those

we think are unessential in taking care of unemployment.

Bincerely,
L. 8. HiLi, State Administrator.

past
" of

The Clerk read as follows:

The President shall require to be paid such rates of pay for all
persons engaged upon any project under the foregoing appropria-
tion, as will, in the discretion of the President, accomplish the
purposes of such appropriation and not adversely or otherwise tend
to decrease the going rates of wages paid for work of a similar
nature;: Provided, That the President may fix different rates of
wages for various types of work on any project, which rates need
not be uniform throughout the United States.

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, Connery: Page 22, strike out lines 9
to 17, inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof the following:

“The rates of pay for persons upon any project under
the foregoing appropriation shall be not less than the prevailing
rates of pay for work of a similar nature as determined by the
Works Administrator, and in the employment of such per-
sons upon such projects, preference shall be given to unemployed
citizens of the United States residing in the community within
which such project is carried on.”

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of
order on that.

Mr. TABER. Mr, Chairman, I think the gentleman should
make the point of order.

Mr, BUCHANAN. I make the point of order, Mr. Chair-
man, on the last part of the amendment. We have already
settled the question of citizenship.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. The
gentleman from Texas raises the point of order on that por-
tion of the amendment which is as follows:

And in the employment of such persons upon such project, pref-
erence shall be given to unemployed citizens of the United States.
« That portion of the amendment the Chair rules is not
germane, The Chair, therefore, sustains the point of order.

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. ConNery: Page 22, strike out lines 9
to 17, inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof the following:

“The rates of pay for persons engaged upon projects under the

foregoing appropriation shall be not less than the prevailing rates
of pay for work of a similar nature, as determined by the Works

Progress Administrator.”

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Chairman, this is what was known
as the Connery-McCarran amendment on the original relief
bill providing for $4,800,000,000 that was passed last year.
It is the same amendment which I introduced on the floor
of the House at that time, which was defeated by a small
vote. Then Senator McCarran put in the same amendment
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in the Senate, and the Senate was held up in session 3
months on that proposition alone. The McCarran amend-
ment finally was defeated in the Senate by a small vote.
You will remember the result of the nonpassage of that
Connery-McCarran amendment, There was a general strike
threatened in the United States. In New York City at a
mass meeting in Madison Square Garden it was suggested
that there might be a general strike in the United States
because of the resentment of organized labor due to the re-
sults of the wages paid on W. P. A.

I am striving, both for the sake of my own party as well
as the whole country, to prevent any such recurrence of
that situation in New York, Chicago, Atlanta, San Francisco,
Detroit, Dallas, New Orleans, or anywhere else in the United
States. The prevailing rate of wage is being paid in many
instances on W. P, A. projects. It came as a result of the
situation primarily in New York City, when General John-
son, who was W, P. A. administrator in New York City,
brought it to the attention of the President and Mr. Hopkins
that unless something was done in regard to that situation,
unless the prevailing rate of wage was paid, we would have
trouble, if not bloodshed, in New York City and in the large
cities of the United States.

31‘:. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. CONNERY. Yes; I yield gladly to my friend from
Texas. .

Mr, BUCHANAN. As I understand if, the prevailing wage
has been followed.

Mr. CONNERY. In many instances.

Mr. BUCHANAN. In many instances and in many places,
but the length of time they gave employees at the prevail-
ing wage only produced a total amount equal to a security
wage.

Mr. CONNERY. Yes. In other words, in some cases they
got 3 days’ work at the prevailing rate of wage. I am
perfectly willing to go along on those 3 days at the pre-
vailing rate of wage, because that gives other men work at
the prevailing rate of wage and keeps up the wage standard.

Mr. BUCHANAN. And 3 days’ work at the prevailing
rate is all they could earn in an entire week?

Mr, CONNERY. Yes. They would get, for instance, $20
for working 3 days a week instead of working 6 days a
week for $20.

Mr. BUCHANAN., With the understanding that they will
be paid the prevailing rate of wage, but that they will be
employed only a sufficient number of days so that the total
amount earned would be a security living, then we have no
objection, with that understanding. -

Mr, CONNERY. I am glad my friend accepts my amend-
ment, and I congratulate the distinguished chairman of the
Appropriations Committee [Mr. BucEaran] upon doing a
fine service both to our party and the entire Nation in
accepting this amendment which means so much to the
workers of the country.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. '

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Works Progress Administrator is authorized to prescribe
such rules and regulations as may be necessary to carry out the
purposes of the foregoing appropriation.

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Lanmam: Page 22, line 20, after
the word “appr n", strike out the period, insert a colon,
and add the following: “Provided, however, That in the employ-
ment of persons on Works Progress Administration projects, ap-
plicants in actual need of such employment, whose names have
not heretofore been placed on relief rolls, shall be given the same

eligibility for employment as applicants whose names have here-
tofore appeared on such rolls.”

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, there are in this country
many classes of worthy people actually in need who today
are not eligible for employment under Works Progress
Administration projects. A number of them are those who
have been unwilling to go on relief as long as it was possible
to hold out on their own resources, and they have shown
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the stamina of the old pioneers. There are many others
who have been working in mills and factories, often on part-
time, eking out a precarious existence, who have plodded
along without relief on the little they were able to earn,
but the closing of shops, mills, and factories placed some
of them in actual need.

The present rules and regulations with reference fo the
employment of people on Works Progress Administration
projects prescribe that they shall have been on the relief rolls
for a certain length of time before they may be given this
work. That is actually a discrimination against the man
who has had sufficient stamnia to fight it out to the best of his
ability and earn his own way and make his own livelihood as
long as he possibly could. Certainly these unfortunate men
and women who now, at the end of their row, find themselves
in need of employment should not be discriminated against in
favor of those whose names were placed on relief rolls long
ago. If is nothing but fair fo the upstanding men and women
of America who have gone on as long as possible under their
own power that now, when they are in actual need, they
be given the same eligibility with reference to employment as
those who took advantage of relief in the first instance.

I hope the amendment will prevail. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, the question raised by
the amendment, of course, is one that appeals to all of us.
In the hearings you will find that Mr. Hopkins was asked
specifically about this large group of citizens who, fighting a
losing fight, tried to keep off the relief rolls and were not on
the relief rolls, in the fall of 1935, when those rolls were
frozen for the purposes of W, P. A, projects. Mr., Hopkins
stated to our committee that his administration recognized
the fact that there would have to be a restatement of the
rules and entitlements to employment on W. P. A, projects.

I do not know exactly the form of the amendment, but the
principle is good, and, speaking for myself, I have no objec-
tion to the amendment. If there is any administrative prob-
lem in it, that can be perfected in the other body.

Mr. LANHAM., Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM. I yield.

Mr. LANHAM. The amendment was hurriedly drawn, but
it does state the principle that to me seems to be so fair
that if it is not now in proper form it should be puf in
proper form in the other body.

Mr. WOODRUM. I have no objection to it.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, this is a matter for which I have been
working and pleading very hard for a good many weeks be-
cause there have come to my attention so very many worthy
cases that cannot get any kind of relief owing to the ruling
of the W. P. A. Administrator. I believe the Members agree
with me that the amendment should be adopted—the
amendment of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LanHAM].
[Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of
the gentleman from Texas.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CHRISTIANSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend-
ment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CHrISTIANSON: Page 32, strike out
lines 18, 19, and 20.

Mr, CHRISTIANSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amend-
ment, in the first place, because on principle I am opposed to
delegation of power; and, specifically in this instance, because
I am opposed to the delegation of any power to the present
head of the Works Progress Administration. The last man
in the world to whom I would give a blank check for $1,425,-
000,000 is Harry L. Hopkins. I have nothing against him
personally; he is a charming gentleman. I do not impugn
his motives; I am sure he is honorable. But Mr. Hopkins
does not know the value of a dollar, and therefore is not the
right person to whom to intrust the spending of billions of
dollars. Although perhaps not personally actuated by politi-
cal motives, he has shown a ready willingness to cooperate
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with those who are, and a reluctance fo interfere when proof
of the use of relief funds to influence elections has been
brought to his attention.

It is our responsibility to place proper restrictions upon the
expenditure of the money we are now appropriating instead
of writing a blank check. The people can talk back to us;
they cannot talk back to Mr. Hopkins. We cannot talk back
to him; if you think we can, try it. We did not hire him;
we cannot fire him. Therefore, unless we want him to con-
tinue to run hog-wild, we must ourselves write the regula-
tions by which he shall be governed, and write them into the
law so that no New Deal ukase can repeal or modify them.

The bad judgment that has been used in the past in spend-
ing the billions appropriated for relief has become notorious.
The administration has wasted the people’s hard-earned
money conducting research into the history of the safety-
pin. To children who needed bread it has given eurythmic
dancing. It erected a $25,000 municipal dog kennel at Mem-
phis, Tenn. If copied Chick Sales’ designs and erected 600,-
000 outhouses at the expense of the Federal Treasury. It
allocated $500,000 for training housemaids, overlooking the
probability that by the time Mr. Hopkins gets through spend-
ing the money there will be nobody left in the country who
can afford to hire one.

While decrying rugged individualism, the administration
induced a whole shipload of farmers to leave established com-
munities in the agricultural Middle West to found a pre-
carious colony in far-off ice-bound Alaska, where they will
compete with the Eskimos in coaxing a precarious living from
an unwilling soil.

It projected a timber belt in a part of the country where
for countless ages nature had tried to make trees grow and
had failed—as futile a gesture as that of the scoffer who spat
at Olympus to show his contempt for the gods.

It picked up King Canute’s discarded broom and undertook
to control the tides of Passamaquoddy. The project was to
cost scores of millions, and there was no market for elec-
tricity within several hundred miles; the situation was so
unique that it could hardly serve even as a yardstick. But
such considerations did not daunt the playboys who have
billions of other people’s money with which to play, and whose
obsession is that they were born to reconstruct the world.

It undertook to dig a canal across Florida from the At-
lantic coast to the Gulf of Mexico, at a cost running well into
nine figures, and was checked in the grandiose scheme by
indignant farmers, who, more far-sighted than the New Deal
planners, realized that introducing salt sea water into the soil
of the Everglades would destroy one of the most productive
citrus-fruit growing regions in the world.

It exhausted half of a billion dollars of the Government’s
credit—credit that will be sorely needed for other and more
vital needs before the sun goes down on the Roosevelt
Tegime—in buying up the world’s silver at two or three times
the world’s price, not to use it as a circulating’ medium but
to put it in huge vaults constructed for its reception in the
fastnesses of Kentucky. There, put back in the ground, it
will be just as useful and no more so than it was in the
ground from which it originally came. Hoisting the price of
silver has depressed price levels in the Orient and wrecked
the economy of China—but what of that? The juvenile pas-
sion for experiment, the desire to pick the clock to pieces to
see what it is made of, has been satisfied. Somebody, some
day, will put the wheels back, but it is common experience
that a clock reassembled never runs the same again.

Surely this record of blundering incompetence should con-
vince us of the necessity of resuming our responsibility and
our duty to specify how the money we appropriate shall be
spent. We should stop the official arrogance that caused
$238,000,000 of P. W. A. funds to be diverted to the Navy
and put through the Reedsville project after Congress had
turned it down.

Members of the majority who have spoken on this bill
have been careful not to justify the mistakes of the admin-
istration. They have sought refuge in the plea that “to err
is human”, to which our answer is that it is not always true
that “to forgive is divine.” Very little has been said in
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defense of boondoggling even though the President said that
the word would be “enshrined in the hearts of the American
people.”

The strategy of the majority has been to try to make the
people forget the tragedy of errors and the shameful record
of shameless politicians who have profited from human
misery by making the claim that there has been economic
TEecovery.

Whether there has been recovery is beside the point. All
depressions in the past have come to an end, and it has al-
ways been supposed that this one would. What the people
are interested in knowing is why the present depression has
lasted twice as long as former similar visitations; why we
have still made less progress than England, Australia, Japan,
and Scandinavia; whether such increase in the volume of
business as we have had has not merely reflected Govern-
ment spending and whether much of it will not disappear
when the Government's ability to support business artifi-
cially is exhausted; and, finally, whether the improvement
is not due to a better world situation and has been retarded
rather than advanced by New Deal policies.

There is no occasion for joining in paeans of praise and
singing “Happy Days Are Here Again” while 12,600,000 men
are out of work and the Nation’s relief roll is lengthening
beyond 24,000,000 names. There is no cause for exulting in
prosperity so long as one-fifth of American families have
incomes of less than $1.36 a day and another fifth of less
than $2.72.

There can be no recovery so long as Government deficits
run from $3,500,000,000 to $6,000,000,000 a year, threatening
not only crushing taxes but ultimate repudiation or infla-
tion. Today the national debt is $31,500,000,000; with con-
tingent liabilities and the soldiers’ bonus debt added it is
$39,000,000,000, and the end is not yet.

Thus far $11,732,000,000 has been appropriated for relief,
beside additional billions appropriated to the lending agen-
cies of the Government. Much of it has been spent for
wasteful projects which returned but little to labor. Huge
sums have been paid out to political spoilsmen who, al-
though in most cases utterly without experience, have been
put in charge of relief activities. Other huge sums have been
translated into profits. It has been estimated that on the
whole perhaps not over one dollar in three has reached the
pockets of those whom we have tried to help.

I submit the question how long the Government can stand
the drain upon its resources imposed by such wasteful and
profligate methods. The Treasury is not a bottomless barrel.

We may be forced eventually to resort exclusively to direct
relief. It has been said that it destroys morale to be on the
dole. Perhaps it does. Perhaps boondoggling destroys mo-
rale, and something else too. However, the argument that
we save men’s pride by giving work relief has lost its point
since the administration put into effect the regulation that
one must go on relief, and in effect take a pauper’s oath,

| before he can become eligible to a work-relief job. In that
connection I want to condemn with as vigorous words as I
can command the order preventing those whose sense of
personal dignity had caused them to stay off the relief rolls
up to November 1 last, from getting relief jobs thereafter.
That was punishing rugged individualism with a vengeance!

I shall vote for this bill, but only because a better measure
is not offered. If I had my way there would be a census of
the unemployed. That census would be taken by requiring
every relief applicant to register for work at a Government
employment agency. The Federal relief appropriation would
then be apportioned among the States in proportion to the
number of unemployed in each State, upon the condition
that the States and their municipal subdivisions match every
$3 supplied by the Federal Government with one State
dollar. I would turn the administration over to the States
and municipalities, substituting State departments of public
welfare, long established and functioning well, for the politi-
cally motivated and hastily improvised Federal agencies now
in control. I would let the States adopt appropriate rules
and regulations and take the responsibility, and make Harry
Hopkins a bookkeeper.
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I shall vote for this bill because so long as there is a
single mouth in this counfry to be fed, a single body to be
clothed, a single family fo be housed, and a single home to
be warmed, there lies upon the Federal Government a
responsibility it must not and cannot shirk,

[Here the gavel fell.]

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of
the gentleman from Minnesota.

he amendment was rejected.

Mr. LEWIS of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I have found in my experience here that
I have always profited by “looking over the neighbor’s
fence” to ascertain his experience with any subject with
which we are called upon to deal, This is especially true
when the subject matter is new in our experience. Surely
what the Congress is finding it necessary to do now with ref-
erence to millions of their helpless citizens is such an experi-
ence. The awful depression has been common to all intensely
industrialized nations, including the great trilogy of States,
Germany, Great Britain, and our own country. Under like
general conditions, to what extent has each of these countries
undertaken to shield its citizens against physical suffering
and want?

Well, sir, I find that Germany expends a much larger
amount, that the country over which the flag of Great
Britain waves has been expending a much larger amount
than we on this humane and Christian object. I find that
during a 3-year period of comparison, in terms of our popu-
lation, England expended $10,815,300,000; Germany expended
$15,968,580,000, as compared with an expenditure of $6,605,~
356,775 in the United States, including city, county, State,
and Federal contributions, for these great purposes of public
relief. The figures represent money payments to the unem-
ployed, work projects initiated to employ them, pensions to
the indigent and dependent aged. The gross payments fo
Great Britain exceeded ours during the period by 64 percent,
while those of Germany also exceeded ours by 141 percent.
In terms of the burden accepted in each country during this
period, the annual burden in the United States was $18.05
per capita of population; in England, $29.55; and in Ger-
many, $43.63.

Mr. Chairman, I now present a table showing these pay-
ments in per-capita figures for each country and specifying
the respective years involved.

Summary of public expenditures jor social relief services in the
United States, Great Britain, and Germany
(Dollars per capita)

Gsir?'i Brit-
United COI | (convert-
States | VEFHDESY | ing ut old
4.86) * par, (. 2385)
1935. ;B ) e S
1934 20,81 28, 04 $32.84
1933 10.09 30, 44 36. 63
1932 30. 36 44.20
100 A R L s S R S S L e LR .64 49.97
Annual average, 1933 to 1085 ______________| 18.05 R Sl e o
Annual average, 1931 to 1933 43.63

Mr. Chairman, it is & common saying that misery loves
company, and all surely find company for our financial
miseries, if a comparison of expenditures for social-relief
purposes is a test of misery. In no years has our highest
burden been so high as their lowest burdens in the years of
the depression. Nevertheless, it will be argued that an ex-
penditure of $6,605,356,775 during the 3 years 1933-35 is
an egregious sum to ask, even for such a purpose. It is a
large sum, I grant you. It should have been set aside in
better times by adequate social-insurance systems. Cor-
porate thrift did not fail to make such provision for its
dependent investors.

I hold in my hand a statement showing the dividends paid
in the United States during 4 years of the depression. Alfo-
gether, for the years 1930 to 1933, inclusive, $21,214,925,000
have been paid. Of this sum, $17,267,920,000 have been paid
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by those companies out of their reserves built up from the
profits of previous years. Compare this seventeen billions
with the total sums paid in relief, including R. F. C. and
Public Works, and the comparative numbers of people in-
volved.

Sir, I do not think this fact should be taken as a matter of
reproach to the employers of the country. It may have been
high prudence on their part to have set aside some $17,000,-
000,000 in the years of their good fortune to protect their
stockholders when the day of misfortune should come. But
when the charge of extravagant and needless expenditure is
made as to our relief expenditures, I want to challenge it and
say that if it was natural for these financiers to set aside
$17,000,000,000 of reserves to protect their stockholders it
would be unnatural for us to overlook the millions of human
beings in their employ who possessed no organized method of
thrift which might control savings at their source. The prac-
tical circumstance, is this, that, with respect to the owners of
our industrial system, boards of directors had control of the
dividend funds at their source and were able fo establish a
system of enforced thrift for the stockholders. They did not
put the question to a vote of the stockholders. They simply
set the funds aside, from abundant profits, in the form of
Teserves.
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Now, the workers were not in & position to control such
funds at their source and say, “So much of this excess shall
be set aside for our day of tribulation—for the day when they
think our arms are not as swift as others to turn the great
wheels of competitive industry.” "

8ir, I hope that very soon our industrial order, like the
industrial orders which have preceded it, will act on its obli-
gation to meet the primary needs of the human race
dependent upon it. Previous systems have not denied such
duties. Under the feudal system a place was found for the
humblest villein. Even under slavery the owner failed not in
his obligation to feed and clothe and doctor the slaves, no
matter what might happen to crops or to markets. So long
as it does not, and until it does, a less efficient and surely less
satisfying Government assistance must be employed to meet
these elemental needs. The world does not owe a man a liv-
ing, I grant you, but it does owe him & chance to make a liv-
ing; and it is the duty of our industrial order to so administer
the employment asset that any man willing and competent fo
work may secure a just share of the employment available,
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ArpENDIX 1
Expenditures! for social services in Great Britain ( England, Scotland, Wales), 193035
Year ending Mar. 31
1930 1931 1932 1933 1934 1035 (estimated)
A Ummqioymentandhmueem ................... £53, 300, 000 £101, 600, 000 £122, 500, 000 £117, 700, 000 Fopn 0 Y1 T L W s
LDt DR Y e e e s e e s S e s e e AR £52, 900, (00
B TR oM D I & s S et o e S R e e e b i e i 4 L s e e e, LA s T 48, 200, 000
G P S0 |  Fio0|  TRAM|  SLA0M0| B0 | e
‘ 1 Wﬂﬁﬁ'iﬁ'm and old-ege contributory ; e ey SR b e e
i B A e Lk e e et e e o i i R B e M Lo e e s 43,200, 000
2 DX ags prrslon aals ¥ L e e R s T R S PRI B RS 42, 400, 000
D. Poor relief*.._. 45, 000, 000 500, 000 4 44, 100, 000 46, 100, 000 48, 200, 000
E Puoblic health acts 1__ 17, 400, 000 18, 500, 000 20, 21, 300, 000 22, 600, 000 23, 500, 000
F. Working-class housing. 35, 600, 40, 400,000 42, 44, 300, 000 44, 800, 000 44, 000, 000
v L D e SR S S 252, 100, 000 314, 700, 000 2, 346, 200, 000 334, 200, 000 337, 200, 000
Total excluding housing (F)_.-.ooeuoeiomaeea. 218, 500, 000 274, 300, 000 299, 301, 900, 000 280, 400, 000 293, 200, 000
Total excluding publie health (E) and bousing (F).. 199, 100, 000 254, 279, 280, 600, 000 266, 80O, 000 260, 700, 000
DoIhr:dgn.veﬂadatm,wtaL- sl.mmwn,gg 1, 529, 400, 000. 00 (§1, 663, 100, 000. 00 ﬂ,mmg.g l.mmg,g §1, 638, 800, 000, 00
ca| i : i L
Tnhlgﬂudmho@u Isl,mmm.og $1, 333, 100, 000. 00 Lm.mmg lﬁ?,m%m l,mm%ﬁ Sl.ﬂb.msug.g[ll
omplt iy ¥ i "
Total excluding Public Bealth (E) and housing (F)_.._..__ $067, 600, 000, 00 238, 300, 000. 00 [$1, 360, 300, 000. 00 |$1, 363, 700, 000. 00 1, 206, 600, 000. 00 | $1, 310, 700, 000. 0O
Per capita .60 L 64 $30. $Bu $20.26

1 Expenditures which come under public control. Includes contributions of employers and

beneficiaries
:W by the (1) state, the (2) employers, and the (3) registered employees in roughly equal proportions.
8 by the (1) state, the (2) employers, and the (3) benefioairy contributors.

s Paid by stata.

# Paid by central and local governments.
T Mostly by the central local governments.
1 Population

of Great Britain (England, Scotland, Wales), census of 1031, was 44,800,000,
Nore,—The central and local governments combined contributed roughly 65 percent of the total expenditures for year ending Mar. 31, 1934,

EXPLANATORY REMARKS ON APPENDIX I

It should be emphasized that these data do not lncludnuémvm
expenditures for relief and other social services. They include only
expenditures under public control. However, in the case of Great
Britain and other foreign countries, such expenditures include con-
tributions of employers and beneficiaries to various insurance plans.

Thus the figures given in Appendix I are larger than the amounts
actually paid out by the exchequer and local governments.

‘While the question may be debated, it is a tenable position, I
think, to hold that contributions of employers and beneficlaries
are a form of taxation and are, for our purpose, not different from
other public expenditures.

Surely this is the case when the security or insurance program
is compulsory. In the case of voluntary plans, the point is more
questionable. But it can be pointed out that if the voluntary plan
operates in lieu of a compulsory plan, then again there is justifica-
tion for inclusion of such payments on the same basis.

There are three totals and three corresponding per-capita fig-
ures; the first includes all items listed, the second excludes Hous-
ing (P), and the third excludes both Housing (F) and Public
Health (E).

In expenditures under the public-health acts there are items
such as maternity ald and lunacy treatment, which doubtless
should not be Included, because they are not included in the data
for the United States. But there is also included medical aid to
poor and welfare work, which should be included, since relief

tures In the United Btates covered similar services. The
total under public health can be broken down, but unfortunately
not in a manner to include only the items we want. BStrict ac-

curacy is not possible in making such a broad comparison. But
it would appear that the figure most comparable to the United
States data is some place between the two lower per-capita figures;
that is, between £32.75 and $30.44 for 1933.

As to the exchange rate, I am of the opinion that the old par
presents the fairest picture for comparison. But it is a simple
matter to convert on any basis wanted since all three totals are
given in pounds.

A hostile critic can object with plausible reasons to any con-
ceivable manner of conversion.

During the years of violent fluctuations, such as 1931, 1932, and
1933, I do not know how strict accuracy could be obtained in any
average figure. But suppose, roughly, a figure of 3.75 for 1932, b
for 1933, and 492 for 1934-35. Conversion at these different fig-
ures would present a changing picture of what the PBritish are

that is entirely false.

If conversion is made at the actual rate of recent months, the
British expenditures are made to appear even higher.

In obtaining the per-capita expenditure the same population

has been used for the different years, 122,000,000 for the
United States, and 44,800,000 for Great Britain. If allowance were
made for an increasing population, the per-capita figure would be
slightly lower.

The sources for the data regarding foreign countries are: The
Economist Budget Supplement, April 14, 1934, page 10; Decem-
ber 28, 1935, page 1308. Total Expenditures under Certain Acts of
Parliament (official), November 1934-November 1935. International
Survey of Social Services, 1933. Published by International Labor
Office, 1936. World Economic Survey, 1833-84, 1834-35. Great
Britain House of Commons Sessional Papers.
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The most useful and reliable source is the official publication,
Total nditures under Certain Acts of Parliament. In addition,
the Economist Budget Supplement and the publication of the In-
ternational Labor Office, International Survey of Social Services,
1033, were helpful.

Unemployment and Insurance Act (a) covers unemployment
insurance acts 192033 and the large State assistance provided in
the transitional payments scheme (National Economy Order No. 2)
of 1931, revised 1934.

Health Insurance (B) is under the compulsory act of 1911,
which was frequently amended, codified in 1924 and further
amended in 1926, 1928, and 1932, The source of income is the
oontributions from employers and insured, State subsidy, and
revenue from investments.

Pensions (C) include widows', orphans’, and old-age contribu-
tory pensions (act of 1925). Income spent is from State subsidy
and confributions of employers and insured. Also included are
the noncontributory old-age and blind pensions subsidized en-
tirely by the State (act of 1908, last amended 1928). Seamen and
some public-utility employees have special plans,

In order to obtain data comparable to the British total exclud-
ing housing, expenditures under Public Works Administration
(N.I. R. A and act of 1935) were not included.

Item 5, Other Federal (act of 1935), covers funds allotted to
other agencies for expenditures, such as Resettlement Adminis-
tration, Commerce projects, Navy projects, etc.
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The expenditures for the United States include not merely
relief in the sense of direct grants but conservation work, educa-
tion, and other valuable work. While men may differ as to the
exact value of the conservation and educational work, it is indis-
putable that a vast return to the public welfare and public econ-
omy was secured.

The expenditures for Great Britain do not include similar returns.

Subject to these limitations, the comparison between per-capita
expenditures are: $10.09 in the United States against £3044 to
$32.75 in Great Britain for 1933, $20.81 in the United States
against $28.04 to $31.40 in Great Britain for 1934, $23.24 in the
United States against $29.26 to $31.81 in Great Britain for 1935.

Due to the rapid in expenditures for United States
between 1933 and 1935, it is interesting to compare the average
annual expenditure per capita for the 3-year period, 1933-35;
for the United States it was $18.05 against $20.55 to $31.99 for
Great Britain.

Of course, there are some other factors which are relevant to
this comparison we have made. For example, we have not dealt
with the comparative cost of living between the two countries,
nor with changes in the cost of living during the period covered.

Also the per-capita wealth and per-capita income has not been
considered, although it might be argued that a wealthier country
can well afford to spend more for social services, But the compari-
son at best is a rough one, and I doubt the prudence of too much
refinement of data which in their nature are approximations.

ArrENpIx II
Ezrpenditures for social services in Germany!
1634 1933 1932 1931 1930 1929
Reich ks Reich ks Reichsmarks Reichsmarks Reichsmarks Reichsmarks

Invalidity and survivors' insurance. . 1,220, 200,000 | 1,178, 283,000 | 3,293,900,000 | 4,005 300,000 | 1,475, 400, 000 1, 324, 300, 000
Balaried workers’ insurance. . 301, 242, 000 275, 536, 000 600, 000 263, 100, 000 224, 800, 000 186, 200, 000
Miners’ | i A 203, 300, 000 107, 518, 000 000, 000 225, H00, 000 240, 400, 000 231, 900, 000
Unemployment relief .____ 1,977, 700,000 | 2, 665, 500,000 | 3,213,100,000 | 3,215, 700,000 | 2,604, 700,000 | * 2, 500,000, 000
'[Immploi)'mant insurance__ . s 1,358, 851,000 | 1,758, 633, 000 874, 526,000 | 1,530, 582,000 | 1,799, 877,000 1, 372, 200, 000
Bickness insurance_________ 1,260, 000, 000 | 1, 180, 900,000 | 1, 210,000,000 | 1, 866, 400,000 | 1,010, 000, 000 2, 219, 300, 000
Public welfsre and youthald__._..__.__ 12, 700, 000, 000 | 2, 760, 200, 000 092, 400,000 | 2, 534, 500,000 | 2, 204, 60O, 000 1, 867, 000, D00
Total (reichsmarks)__________.. 9, 021, 293, 000 | 10, 016, 620,000 | 12, 047, 526,000 | 13, 531, 492,000 | 9, 649, 777, 000 9, 700, 900, 000
Total in dollars, converting at $0.2385. __ $2, 151, 578,381 | $2, 388, D63, 870 873, 334,951 | $3, 227, 260, 842 | $2,301,471,815 | $2, 313, 664, 650
Per-capits cost of social serviced. . _____ $32.84 $36.63 44 $40.07 $35.80 $36. 16

Total in dollars, converting at $0.40336. . (e ecmce e $3, 638,828 744 |..
Per-capita cost of social Y R S SR R o R S A $55.54 Ele z R R AT S e —
! Source: Statistisches Jahrbuch des Deutsches Reich”, 1930-35. These expenditures come under public control. -The following items include contributions from the

Federal Government: Unemployment insurance; unemployment relief; invalidity, old-age, and

vors ce (for Federal employees on railways, for seamen and

miners); general invslidity, old-age, and survivors’ insurance. The other items are contributed by employers and beneficiaries only.

! Estimated.

! Population: 1830, 64,280,000; 1931, 64,580,000 (estimated); 1032, 64,880,000 (estimated); 1933, 65,218,461; 1034, 65,518,000 (estimated).

EXPLANATORY REMARKS ON APPENDIX II

These data do not include private expenditures for social serv-
ices. It is assumed in this table that contributions of employers
and beneficiaries are a form of taxation and are, for our purpose,
not different from other public expenditures. This is certainly the
case when the security or insurance program is compulsory.

In no case are expenditures of individual or corporate philan-
thropies included.

There are two estimates in the data for Germany. Unerhploy-
ment relief in 1929 was put at Rm, 2,500,000,000 on the supposi-
tion that the 1929 needs and expenditures were slightly below the
corresponding figure for 1830. Public welfare and youth aid for
1934 was put at only a trifle less than the 1933 expenditure.

The expenditure for public welfare and youth aid was contributed
in part by local governments.

The population estimates for Germany are based on the assump-
tion that there was an annual increase of about 300,000 from 1930
to 1934. Only in the case of Germany has a different population
been used in obtaining the per capita expenditure for the different
years.

Converting at par the per-capita expenditure for social services in
1933 were Germany, £36.63; United States, $10.09; in 1934 Germany
spent $32.84 and the United States $20.81.

Because 1935 data are not available for Germany, and because
the United States expenditures increased rapidly from 1933 to 19835,
it is interesting to compare the average annual expenditures per
capita for the high 3-year period; it is United States, $18.05 for
1833-35, and Germany, $48.63 for 1931-33.

If conversion is made at the recent figure of $0.40336, the German
expenditures are increased more than 60 percent. This is shown for
1934, but is not used in the comparison.

ArpExpix IIT
Total expenditures for relief, 1935-85
3-year total 1933-35 1933

Total Federal Btate and local Total Federal Btate and local
'Em%n Relief.___ .. $4, 006, 433, 367 | $2, 905, 701, 206 | $1, 190, 732, 071 $792, 856, 422 $480, 718, 270 12, 140, 152
Civil olxs Administration 000, 7, 90, 048, 000 199, ﬂlg', 023 S:iz?: 2%, 015
Civilian Conservation Corps.___ 4 217, 344, 000 = ]
Works Progress Administration z gt R
Other Federal (act of 1935)

Totaloosts. . ... .. _..

Total cost per capita.
Average cost per eapitaperaonom . ___________________

1934 1935
Total Federal State and local Total Federal
Emergency Relief. __ $1, 476, 568, 379 | $1, 065, 004, 451 $411, 563,028 | $1, 827, 008, 566 | $1, 350, 980, 575
Civil Works Administration 7186, 855, 057 48, 68, 818, 085 |..o-___- 003. 3980.
Civilian Conservation Corps. .- - i mmimmmim 530, 951, 000 530, 951, 000
Works Progress Administration 318, 856, 061 256, 653,410
Other Federal (sct of 1985) .. ________________ 160, 227, 347 160, 227, 347
Totaicosts.....-‘. 2, 538, 068, 436 | 2, 058, 586,423 480, 382, 013 | 2,B35,042,074 | 2,307,812 332
Total-ooet perapibas:. = o o T R 20. 811 AL b 5 W B

EXPLANATORY REMARKS ON APPENDIX III

Appendix III does not include the small amounts paid in old-
age pensions by the Btate and county governments. Since simi-
lar expenditures were included for foreign countries (in their case
the contributions were by the central government), these items

should be included. However, their Inclusion does not materially
change the comparison as the following data show:

The expenditures of State and local governments in the United
States for old-age pensions were $16,173,207 in 1931, and $31,-
192,492 in 1934. On a per-capita basis this amounts to $0.13 in
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1831 and £026 in 1934, The corresponding figure for 1835 is
definitely not yet available, but my guess is that it will be at
least 20 percent above the 1934 :
The result is to increase the per-capita expenditure in the
United States by $0.26 from $20.81 to $21.07 for 1934. The 1835
figure of §23.24 would be increased by a somewhat larger amount.
Railroad and private pension plans are not included because
expenditures under private control were included in the data for
countries. Only expenditures under public confrol were

1935 except small allotments covered under W. P. A. funds.
Bince British tures for housing were not included, the
P. W. A. (N. L B. A. and act of 1835) expenditures were not
included.
The following is a brief identification of the agencies referred
to In appendix IIT:

EMERGENCY RELIEF AND WORK PROGRAMS
I. Federal Emergency Relief Administration (F. E. R. A.): Two
main types of relief have been provided by the Federal Emergency
Relief Administration since its organization in May of 1933. These
are direct relief and work relief. Under both the direct- and
work-relief programs F. E. R. A. granted funds to the States to

unemployed. The

funds once granted became the property of the States, subject
only to certain general Federal necessary in order
to insure the proper use of Federal money.
Direct relief under this program was given to the destitute
jobless in the form of an outright gift of money or goods. No
service or work was required of the relief recipient. The amount
client was determined by the

after detalled
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relief worker. The type of work performed by relief workers
this program varied widely in order
the widely different occupational experience of the relef workers.
The projects were largely light construction ones although non-
construction ones were provided for women and white-collar
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IT. Civil Works Administration (C. W. A.): The Civil Works Ad-
ministration began operations in the middle of November 1933
and practically stopped operations in the first week of April 1934.
The C. W. A. program provided work for more than 4.1 million
persons at its peak in January 1934, but it differed from work
relief under the F. E. R. A. In several Important respects. C. W. A.
was & Federal program and the workers on it were Federal em-
ployees, whereas both direct and work relief were essentially State
programs helped with Federal funds. Wages on C. W. A. were
paid at prevailing hourly wage rates and the number of hours of
work per week was a flat amount applicable to all workers of a
particular type regardless of variations in the amount of individ-
ual need for income. No investigation by social-service workers
was for C. W. A. employment. Of the 4,000,000
employed on C. W. A. at the peak about 2,000,000 were taken
directly from F. E. R. A. relief rolls and 2,000,000 from the unem-
ployed not receiving relief. jects . W. A
types designed to meet the occupational
needs and abilities of the unemployed. The major emphasis was
on giving jobs to the unemployed rather than on the value of the
completed projects. The projects covered both construction and
nonconstruction occupations, the construction projects being
chiefly on the lighter type of projects which could be completed
quickly and which did not require heavy expenditures
rials.

III. Emergency comservation work (C. C. C.): The emergency
conservation work, which directs the Civilian tion
(C. C. C.), was created In March 1933 to provide employment in a
healthful outdoor atmosphere for war veterans and for young men
from relief families. Unemployed unmarried youths between the
ages of 17 and 28 are enrolled in forest camps to do work of a
conservation and reforestation nature. Enrollees are given room,
board, clothing, and medical attention free in addition to a basic
cash allowance of $30 a month, of which about $25 is sent home
to aid in the support of their dependents. Employment on C. C. C.
mchedlagspﬁeak of nearly 600,000 enrollees and other employees in
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IV. Public Works Administration (P. W. A.): The Public Works
Administration was organized under the provisions of the National
Industrial Recovery Act in June 1933, and continued under the

Rellef A Act of 1935. By making loans
and/or grants to other Federal agencies and to non-Federal public
bodles, P. W. A. provides for the construction of heavy

ment on P. W. A. projects reached a peak of slightly more than
600,000 in July 1634.
V. Works Progress Administration (W. P. A.): The Works Prog-

the existing 3,500,000 employable
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directly from the Federal Treasury.
W. A that W. P. A. pays a security
a8 month, whereas P, W, A.
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P. W. A. carries on heavy, expensive
construction projects which take a relatively long pe-
operation and to complete, and in which the cost
high relative to the cost of labor, The emphasis
is on the value of the completed project
tal additions to the country rather than on the
of jobs to the maximum number of unemployed.
. A, on the other hand, carries on both nonconstruction and
jobs to fit the occupational characteristics of the
unemployed. The construction projects, which constitute the
larger portion of W. P. A. projects, are of a lighter type that re-
quire less time to get under way and to complete and in which
the cost of materials is relatively small compared to the cost of
labor. W.P. A. the need for providing the maximum
number of socially useful jobs within the limits of the available
funds rather than the value of the completed projects. W. P. A.
carries on such construction projects as the construction of farm-
to-market roads, of parks, playgrounds, swimming pools, airports,
and and improvements to all types of public buildings.
At the peak of W. P. A. employment in February 1936 more than
8,000,000 workers were employed on W. P. A. projects,

ArpENDIX IV

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE,
BureAUu oF FOREIGN AND DoMESTIC COMMERCE,
Washington, April 13, 1935.
To: R. B. Committee on Economic Security.
From: H, Gordon Hayes, Chief, Division of Economic Research.
Subject: Data for Congressman LEwis re corporate income and
dividends.

Profits, cash dividends, and surpluses of all corporations
[Statistics of Income, Bureau of Internal Revenue, Treasury

T
e
ap
5§

]

Department]
Compiled net Balanocs after
loss o“hgﬂg"“d’ cash dividends
come tax paid
o ) e S 13 8460, 000,000 | 1 5 §2, 976,000,000 | 11 £, 445, 000, 000
1932 14,115, 377, 000 3, B8S, 601, 000 18, 000, 977, 000
1631 1, 175, 596, 000 6, 151, 083, 000 17, 326, 679, 000
2 Serehin| BEaLGn| iz
1928 9, 552, 604, 000 7, 073, 723, 000 imss::mo
1927 7, 638, 372, D00 6, 423, 176, 000 1, 115, 186, 000
1926, 8, 280, 642, 000 5, 945, 293, 000 2,335, 349, 000
1925. 8, 146, 052, 000 5, 189, 475, 000 2,056, 577, 000
1924 5, 913, 602, 000 4, 338, 823, 000 1, 574, 779, 000
1023, 6, 697, 157, 000 4, 169, 118, 000 2, 528, 030, D00
1922 5, 183, 000, 000 3, 437, 000, 000 1, 748, 000, 000

§

lmm!wmnmdamlmdaﬁvdhyaﬂ&!ﬂ
herein for 1932 the estimated percentage changes of *
“eorporate losses” from 1932 to 10833 as computed in the nati
Mmolkmmmmmd?ommnd Domestic Commerce, and for
an:nmn!hynhmnudmwdﬁgmmruimsn'umwtm
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The Clerk read as follows:

Any person who knowingly and with intent to defraud the
United States makes any false statement in connection with
any application for any project, employment, or relief ald under
the foregoing appropriation, or diverts, or attempts to divert, or
assists in diverting for the benefit of any person or persons not
entitled thereto, any portion of the foregoing appropriation, or
any services or real or personal property acquired thereunder,
or who knowingly, by means of any fraud, force, threat, intimida-
tion, or boycott, deprives any person of any of the benefits to
which he may be entitled under the foregoing appropriation, or
attempts so to do, or assists in so doing, shall be deemed guilty
of a misdemeanor and fined not more than $2,000 or imprisoned
not more than 1 year, or both.

Mr. BACON. Mr, Chairman, I offer an amendment, which
I send to the Clerk’'s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Bacon: On page 23, line 7, after the
word “doing”, strike out the comma and Insert the following:
“. or any administrative officer of the Works Progress Adminis-
tration who shall influence or attempt to influence, fear
or intimidation, the vote of any person who is an applicant for,
or who receives, relief or work relief under the provisions of this
act, in connection with any election at which Presidential and
Vice Presidential electors or a Senator or Representative in, or a
Delegate or Resident Commissioner to, Congress are to be voted
for; or who violates or consents to the vioclation of the pro-
visions of this paragraph, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and fined not more than §2,000 or imprisoned not more than 1-year,
or both.”

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of
order that the amendment offered by the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Bacon] is not germane.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York
desire to be heard?

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, this covers individuals who
may be guilty of intent to defraud or who knowingly by
means of any fraud, force, threat, intimidation, or boy-
cott deprives any person of any of the benefits to which he
may be entitled, and so forth.

I merely add to the list of people mentioned in this sec-
tion another clause, namely, that if any one of the admin-
istrators of this fund shall by intimidation or threat try
to influence a man’s vote he shall also come within the pen-
alties provided for in this section.

Mr. WOODRUM. That is the provision which makes it
not germane, because the penalty provided in here is against
a person who undertakes to prevent the application of these
funds. The gentleman brings in an entirely different mat-
ter and sets up an offense and provides a penalfy for some-
thing entirely separate from this and not provided for in
the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule.

The paragraph to which the amendment has been of-
fered relates to fraud against the United States. The
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York relates
to an entirely different subject. For this reason the Chair
rules the amendment offered by the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Bacon] is not germane and sustains the point of
order.

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
revise and extend my remarks on the particular amendment
I have just offered and which has been declared out of order
by the Chairman.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. BACON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that in the revision of my remarks which I made this morn-
ing I may include certain documents that I referred to in
those remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Municipal architect’s office: For an additional amount for per-
sonal services, fiscal year 1036, $566.

Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Chairman, I did not hear page 25
read, and I ask unanimous consent to return to that page
for the purpose of offering an amendment.
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr., MAVERICEKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,
which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. Maverick: Page 25, line 6, strike out all of
lines 6 to 18, Inclusive.

Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Chairman, I hope to win this par-
ticular fight, and I am serious about it. I want the Members
to listen so they may know to what this amendment refers.
At the present time the Senate confirms the holders of jobs
paying $5,000 or more. The Constitution of the United
States does not have any such requirement, but it does say
that all other officers in certain cases shall be approved by
the Senate, and so forth.

Mr. Chairman, I do not see any reason why when we make
an appropriation, and we go ahead and make the appro-
priation for the people of the United States, that we should
then let the Senate control how that money should be spent.
That is not done in any other parliamentary body on the
face of the earth.

What is the Congress? The Congress has been considered,
and sometimes rightfully so, as a door mat, and particularly
of the other body.

I am not speaking disrespectfully of the other body, but
why should we give the Senate of the United States the right
to pass on all of these matters? I understand there is bound
to be a certain amount of partisanship here, but I want the
Republicans to listen also. At the present time the Demo-
cratic Senators control relief; in any event, Congress in this
respect has little power. If the Republican Party should
ever get into power, then the Republican Senators would
have that power. g

Mr. Chairman, the point I am making is that from a non-
partisan viewpoint and from the viewpoint of the Republi-
cans on that side and the Democrats on this side, we, as
Representatives of the people and with parliamentary self-
respect, should not give this power to the Senate. What is
the result going to be if we do not give them this power?
The result will be that if a Congressman goes down there
and says something to Harry Hopkins or the President, he
may get some attention, and I imagine Hopkins and the
President will be glad of it. What happens now? You go
down to see Mr. Hopkins and he says, “I cannot pay any
attention to you because a Senator said so and so.” The
Senate controls the matter. We go ahead and give away our
powers. We abrogate our powers and throw them into the
lap of the Senate. Why?

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a favorable vote on the amend-
ment I have just offered.

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee
will not adopt this amendment. This identical amendment
caused the bill to be held in conference last year for a
long, long time. The Senate will put the provision in the
bill anyway and will not recede.

Mr. MAVERICK. Why should they have that right any
more than we should have it? Let us stand up for our
rights here.

Mr. BUCHANAN. I am not going to cause the defeat of
this bill with the resulting effects upon the suffering people
of the country over the question of whether or not the
Senate shall confirm one or two or half a dozen appointees
of the President.

We have taken great pains in drawing this provision. If
you will read the language you will see the Senate will have
the right of confirming only those administrators who will be
appointed, in addition to the ones they now have, and they
now have them all over the Nation.

Mr. MAVERICK. Why should we surrender in advance to
the Senate? Why should we give up the fight and run away
in advance?

Mr. BUCHANAN. We are putting something substantial
in here that your conferees can stand on, and not only can
stand on but will stand on.
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Mr. MAVERICE. We ought to stand up for equal parlia-
mentary rights.

Mr. BUCHANAN. I hope you will not adopt this
amendment so that when the bill goes to conference we will
have no trouble about getting an agreement and passing
the bill, because there are many items in the bill seriously
needed now.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr, MAVERICK].

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. Maverick) there were—ayes 23, noes 47.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Printing and binding: For an additional amount for printing
and binding for the t of Labor, including the same
objects specified under this head in the Department of Labor
Appropriation Act, 1936, $10,000.

Mr. LUNDEEN. Mr. Chairman, appropriations for the
Department of Labor should be increased. This will aid the
activities of this Department in government. Anything
along this line, I believe, deserves the support of the House.
Whatever aid is given labor in this bill can very well be
further expanded. I have always supported this sort of
activity. We need the machinery for employing more peo-
ple. The unemployment problem is pressing. However, the
employment provided should be spread, not piled up by
overtime on a few, as proposed in one section.

LUNDEEN BUREAU OF UNEMPLOYMENT BILL

Back in 1918 and 1919 I engaged in some activities along
this line. On January 2, 1919, I introduced a bill to create
a bureau of unemployed in the Department of Labor. On
November 21, 1918, 10 days after the armistice was signed,
I introduced a resolution directing cerfain committees of the
House to provide work for the unemployed. Our returning
veterans were not provided for and my bill sought to aid our
unemployed, including our unemployed veterans. We had
hearings before the House Rules Committee in December of
that year. Had this resolution been passed by Congress it
would have given us surveys and intelligent national plan-
ning for the handling of unemployment.

LOUISIANA LEGISLATURE ENDORSES FRAZIER-LUNDEEN SOCIAL-SECURITY
BILL

The Legislature of the State of Louisiana has recently
memorialized Congress to pass the Frazier-Lundeen social-
security bill.

Of the young people who have reached working age since
the depression began, nearly four and a half million are
looking for work, according to the American Federation of
Labor. The American Federation of Labor estimates that
even if business again reaches normal there will be a job
shortage of more than 7,000,000. Giving work relief at relief
wages does not solve the problem. Millions of American citi-
zens will not indefinitely submit to enforced poverty. This
country is able to produce enough to furnish all its citizens an
American standard of living. The Frazier-Lundeen bill is
the only adequate social-security measure before Congress

UNEMPLOYMENT STILL OVEE 12,000,000

Here are the latest unemployment figures of the Alexander
Hamilton Institute.

ALEXANDER HAMILTON INSTITUTE ON UNEMPLOYMENT

These Hamilton Institute estimates for 1935 and 1936 are
more recent estimates than those for the years 1929 through
1934. Slight changes are made in unemployment estimates
from time to time as additional information becomes avail-
able. For instance, the American Federation of Labor esti-
mates published last year are higher for the year 1933 than
the estimates published this year for the year 1933. The
American Federation of Labor has revised its estimates on the
basis of additional information secured from Government
sources. This must be remembered in comparing these vari-
ous unemployment tables:
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Alezander Hamilton Institute, Astor Pl., New York City, unemp
ment calculation—Total unemployment e

Date | Janoary | Febroary | March April May Juns
1920 ___| 5,223,000 | 5,050,000 | 4,514,000 | 3,047,000 | 3 476,000 3, 089, 000
1930 5,450,000 | &, 680,000 | & 803,000 | 5 552,000 ( 5,710,000 | 6,107,000
1981 ____ 10,273,000 | 10,387,000 | 10,318,000 | 9,992 000 | 10,083,000 | 10,314, 000
1832_..._| 18, 760, 000 | 13, 879, 000 | 14,053,000 | 14,314,000 | 14,734,000 | 15, 137,000
1933 16, 358, 000 | 16,393, 000 | 16, 814, 000 | 16, 391, 000 | 16,087,000 | 15, 291,000
1934 | 14,154,000 | 13,621,000 | 13,044,000 | 12 665, 000 | 12 308,000 | 12,469,000
1935 .. 13,833, 000 | 13,454,000 | 13, 231, 000 | 12, 904, 000 | 12, 935,000 | 12, 939, (00
1986...... 13, 087, 000 | 13,087,000 | 12, 723,000 | 12, 263, 000

Date July August | Beptember | October | November | Decamber
1920.._._| 2,042,000 | 2,624,000 | 2,530,000 | 2,485,000 | 3,319,000 4, 034, 000
1930___._| 6,848,000 | 7,430,000 | 7,507,000 | 7,730.000 | & 474,000 8, 982, 000
1931 .___] 10,902,000 | 11,286,000 | 11,323,000 | 11,657,000 | 12,254,000 | 12, 519,000
1982 ____| 15,663,000 | 15,650,000 | 15,047,000 | 14,879,000 | 15,204,000 | 15, 423, 000
1083 ... 14, 727,000 | 13,707,000 | 12,613,000 | 12, 810,000 | 13, 235, 000 13, 352, 000
1084 ____| 13,161,000 | 13,281,000 | 13, 506,000 | 13, 244,000 | 13,430,000 | 13,012 000
1935_____ 13,166, 000 | 13,019,000 | 12,677,000 | 12,265,000 | 12,414,000 | 12,032,000

American Federation of Labor estimates——Unemployment
1929 1830 1931 1932
January 3,050,056 | 3,018,821 | 8 108,565 | 11,925 028
3,118,695 | 4,285 664 | 8 273, 844 12, 168, 500
‘Mnr‘r-h 2,560,310 | 4,323,400 | 8, 132,616 | 12 386,722
April 2,042,733 | 4,048,082 | 7,814,075 | 12 519, 465
Mny 1,753,812 | 3,765,728 | 7,810,018 | 13,004, 050
June 1,447,233 | 3,004,858 | 7,803,943 | 13,372 506
July. 1,214,446 | 4,440,548 | 8,366,604 | 13, 792 562
August 1,063,780 | 4,918,702 | 8 750, 801 13, 967, 695
September. 613,751 | 4,983,411 | 8 846,086 | 13 458 328
October - ~= 10000 - O man 910,470 | 6,525,036 | 0,483,526 | 13,415,173
November 1,048,856 | 6,202, 871 | 10,410,483 | 13,925, 102
18, I 2,028,841 | 6,840,827 | 10,888,796 | 14, 230, 800
Average. - _ oo 1,864,000 | 4,770,000 | 8,738,000 | 13,182 000
1933 1034 1035 1036
13, 058, 215
12, 768, 868
12, 608, 127
12,370,077
12,383, 261
12, 388, 872
12, 475, 340
12, 218, 500
11, 788, 544
11, 448, 085
, 483, 237
11, 396, 875
12,196, 000
Unemployment estimates?
(Robert Nathan)
Month 1929 1930 1931 1932
2,631,000 | 4,065,000 | 8,040,000 | 11,462,000
2,913,000 | 4,424,000 | 8 334,000 | 11,834,
2,800,000 | 4,044,000 | 8,280,000 | 12, 180, 000
2,217,000 | 4,386,000 | 8075000 | 12/ 420,000
1,817,000 | 4,260,000 | 8 024,000 | 12,837 000
1,520,000 | 4,161,000 | 8, 026,000 | 18,119,000
1,042,000 | 4,196,000 | 7,971,000 | 13,425, 00
649,000 | 4,782,000 | 8,484,000 | 13, 608, 000
907,000 | 5,040,000 | 8,743,000 | 13, 118, 000
402,000 | 5,481,000 | 9,138,000 | 12 834, 000
1,853,000 | 6,507,000 | 9,025 000 | 13 204,000
2,831,000 | 6,856,000 | 10,614,000 | 13, 587,000
1,813,000 | 4,021,000 | 8,634,000 | 13,808,000
1933 1934 1935 1038
Jannary 14, 462,000 | 12, 599, 000
Febroary 14, 597,000 | 12,072, (00
March 15,071,000 | 11, 577, 000
April 14,714,000 | 11, 161, 000

Ay - 14,341,000 | 10,897, 000
June 528, 000 | 10, 743, 000
July 839,000 | 10,967, 000
August. 12,111,000 | 11,382, 000
September. 11, 448,000 | 11,908, D00
Oetober_ . 11, 176,000 | 11,597,000
November 11, 738, 000 | 11,996, 000

_ 12, 046, 000 | 12, 085, 000
Average 13, 176,000 | 11, 582, 000

1 Estimates made for the Committee on Economic Security.
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Unemployment estimates—National Industrial Conference Board, 247 Park Avee., New York City
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RELIEF ESTIMATES

The Federal Government’s estimates of people on relief
are not available for 1936. This is for the reason that since
last year the relief problem has been thrown back on the
States. The Federal Government has gradually withdrawn
from the picture, and the burden of direct relief is now upon
the States. Apparently the sharp drop in the Government’s
relief estimates from November to December 1935 resulted
from the Federal Government’s withdrawal from the direct
relief picture and the disbanding of the Federal Emergency
Relief Administration, succeeded by the Works Progress
Administration.

Number of families, cases, and persons, and percent of population
receiving emergency relief, continental United States, by months,
January 1933 through December 1935

[Division of Research, Statistics, and Records, Federal Emergency
Relief Administration, Mar, 26, 1936]

families, and persons recaiving relief
under the general relief and special programs ey
a mia:
Months and years Peroent -
Number of ﬁm N;:mbﬂ mmd of total mcensumsj
families | ©orsons | Of cases persons pgnpu“hl
3, 850, 000
4, 140, 000
4, 580, 000
4 422 675 119, 700, 000 18
4,247, 450 1 18, 900, 000 15
8, 754, 200 % 16, 800, 000 14
3,455, 414 | 7 453,000 | * 3,908, 414 | 115, 385, 000 13
8,852,201 | ¥ 408,000 | * 3, 760, 201 | ! 15, 085, 000 12
8,005, 850 | 2399, 000 | * 3, 404, 850 | 7 13, 403, 000 11
3,010,510 | 2 435,000 | 2 3, 445, 510 | * 13, 610, 000 11
8,866,102 | 463,427 | 3,820,520 | 15,08, 673 12
2,631,080 | 446,889 | 38,077,960 | 11,671,550 10
2,481,287 | 473,166 | 2,054,453 | 11,083 8568 9 m
2,508,318 | 550,184 | 8,152 502 | 11,636, 036 10 | 126,
3,053,816 | 42,766 | 3,006, 582 763, 650 11 | 145,119
3,791,210 | 654,880 | 4,446,000 | 16, 843, 507 14 | 164, 244
3,803,455 | 031,266 | 4,434,711 | 17, IFL 475 14 | 174,138
3,753,467 | 676,797 | 4,330,264 | 16, 828 861 14 | 187,282
3,837,553 | B57,220 | 4,304,782 | 17,202, M9 14 | 195 051
4,033,535 | 586,302 | 4,619,837 | 18 115 751 15 | 206,113
4,068,283 | 673,120 | 4,741,403 | 18 208 084 15 | 221, 734
| 4,072,166 | 739,211 | 4,811,377 | 18 311, 524 15 | 235 903
4,210,004 | T8O, 458 | 4,090,522 | 18, 080, 469 15 | 266,
4.456_.433 B21,041 | 5 277,470 | 20, 045, 708 16 | 288,955
4,014,065 | 873,062 | 5 488,027 | 20,676,773 17 | 297,058
4,584,012 | 887,434 | 5,471,446 | 20,605 192 17 | 300, 460
4,588,423 | 004,500 | 5 493,013 | 20, 578, 056 17 | 299, 509
4,468,378 | 902,721 | 6,371,000 | 20,043, 894 16 | 293,676
4,804,354 | 883,010 | b5 187,364 | 19, 276, 425 16 | 273,84
4,023 882 | 795 141 | 4,810,023 | 17, 854, 450 15 | 283, 668
8,677,838 | 711,087 | 4,380,825 | 16,143,656 13 | 253,340
8,549,428 | 692,186 | 4,241,614 | 15 533,002 13 | 245, 268
8,250,145 | 666,218 | 3,025,363 | 14,213 550 12 | 218,722
3,075,505 | 640,605 | 3,725 200 | 13,303, 164 11 | 158, 576
2,850,117 | 623,611 | 3,473,728 | 12,371,604 10 | 113,223
December.........| 2,079,860 | 529,715 | 2,600,084 8, 504, 030 7| 64,643

1 Based on 1930 census of population.
3 Partially estimated.

NATIONAL UNION FOR SOCIAL JUSTICE FROGRAM

The entire 16-point program of the National Union for
Social Justice is worthy of support. For years I have fought
for these same principles. I wish to mention the 16 points,
one by one, and call your attention to the fact that 4 points
in Father Coughlin’s program are recognized in the Frazier-
Lundeen social-security bill.

1. I believe in the right of liberty of conscience and liberty

of education, not permitting the State to dictate either my wor-
ship to my God or my chosen avocation in life.

This is a constitutional guarantee and must be upheld.

ADEQUATE UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE

2. I belleve that every citizen willing to work and capable of
working shall receive a just and living annual wage which will
enable him to maintain and educate his family according to the
standards of American %

In the enfire program of the National Union for Social
Justice there is no plank more important than this. It
recognizes a fundamental principle embodied in the Frazier-
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Lundeen bill; That all capable and willing workers who are
unemployed through no fault of their own shall receive a
Jjust and living income. Today millions of American citizens,
capable and willing to work, are unemployed through no
fault of their own. Each of these citizens must be guaran-
teed an American standard of living. Point no. 2 of the
social-justice program guarantees these workers a fair living
wage.

The Frazier-Lundeen social-security bill sets forth this
same guaranty in practical legislation that has been ap-
proved by experts in the field. It has been endorsed by thou-
sands of labor unions, church and fraternal societies, civie
bodies, State and local governments. No man or woman who
refuses to work can secure the benefits of the Frazier-Lun-
deen social-security bill. Provision is made for all who are
capable of working and willing to work, unable to obtain
employment.

PUBLIC OWNERSHIP

8. T believe in nationalizing those public necessities which by
their very nature are too important to be held in the control of
private individuals. By these I mean banking, credit, and currency,
power, light, oil, and natural gas, and our God-given natural
resources.

The Farmer-Labor Party has for years endorsed this de-
mand, and I have fought for it in and out of Congress.
4. I believe in private ownership of all other property.

I am convinced that we must do all in our power to save
the independent merchant and small business. They have
helped to build this country. I am a member of the steering
committee for the Patman-Robinson anti-chain-store bill.

5. I believe in uphol th ht to private , yet of
controlling it for thl; pu?l?cs goc:l.ﬂg S5 L A

The fairness of this plank is obvious.

CONGRESS SHOULD COIN AND EEGULATE VALUE OF MONEY

6. I believe in the abolition of the privately owned Federal Re=

serve Banking System and in the establishing of a Government-
owned central bank.

7. I believe in rescuing from the hands of private owners the
right to coin and regulate the value of money, which right must
be restored to Congress, where it belongs.

8. I believe that one of the chilef duties of this Government-
owned central bank is to maintain the cost of living on an even
keel and the repayment of dollar debts with equal-value dollars.

These three points are essentially the Farmer-Labor pro-
gram which we all advocate. Congress must take upon
itself its constitutional duty to coin money and regulate the
value thereof. Banking is a public not a private function.
The poor have been made to care for the poor, while bonds
and interest take care of the rich.

FRAZIER-LEMKE FARM-REFINANCING EBILL

9. I believe in the cost of production plus a fair profit for the
farmer. :

This same plank forms a part of the Farmer-Labor plat-
form. The farmer will never receive justice until he is
given cost of production plus a fair profit.

In addition to cost of production for his products, the
farmer must have a means of refinancing mortgages without
paying tribute to large banking chains. The Frazier-Lemke
farm refinancing bill is part of an intelligent farm recovery
program. My name was fifth on the Frazier-Lemke petition
to bring this bill before the House for a vote, and I worked
to secure the signatures of other Members on that petition.
I supported and voted for the Frazier-Lemke bill,

RIGHT OF LABOE TO ORGANIZE

10. I believe not only in the right of the laboring man to or-
ganize in unions, but also in the duty of the Government which
that laboring man supports to facilitate and to protect these or-
ganizations against the vested interests of wealth and of intellect.

It is certainly the duty of government to protect labor’s
right to organize. I have supported every bill before Con-
gress that strengthened the rights of labor.

OPPOSE TAX-EXEMPT BECURITIES

11. I believe in the recall of all nonproductive bonds and thereby
in the alleviation of taxation.

12, I believe in the abolition of tax-exempt bonds.

Government securities, whether issued in the past or the
future, should be taxed. The super-rich invest their excess
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income in tax-exempt securities. They must not be permit-
ted to dodge their just share of the tax burden. There is
nothing new about this. I have advocated it for years. On
June 29, 1935, I introduced a resolution (H. J. Res. 341) to
permit taxation of tax-exempt securities.

LUNDEEN BILL TO TAX TAX-EXEMPT SECURITIES

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of
each House concurring therein), That the following article is
proposed as an amendment to the Constitution, which shall be a
valid part of the Constitution when ratified by the Legislatures of
three-fourths of the several States:

“ARTICLE —

“SectroN 1. The Congress of the United States and the legisla-
ture of any State shall have the power, after the ratification of
this article, to lay and collect taxes on gains, profits, and incomes,
from whatever source derived, including gains, profits, and in-
comes derived from securities issued, whether before or after the
ratification of this amendment, under the authority of the United
States, the authority of any of the several States, and the author-
ity of any subsidiary government of any State, including munici-
palities,

“Sec. 2. This article shall be inoperative unless it shall have
been ratified by three-fourths of the several States within three
years from the date of submission hereof to the States by
Congress.”

TAX THE SUPER-RICH FOR SOCIAL SECURITY

13. I believe in the broadening of the base of taxation founded
upon the ownership of wealth and the capacity to pay.

14, I believe in the simplification of government and the fur-
ther lifting of crushing taxation from the slender revenues of the
laboring class.

As a member of the Minnesota State Legislature from
1910 to 1914, and as a Member of Congress, 1917 to 1919
and 1933 until the present time, I have fought for higher
taxes on gifts, inheritances, and incomes over $5,000.

These points in the social-justice program are recognized
in the Lundeen resclution to permit taxation of tax-exempt
securities and in the Frazier-Lundeen social-security bill,
which specifies that funds for social security shall be raised
by taxation on gifts, inheritances, and incomes over $5,000.
Social security will have plenty of funds when we tax these
sources of wealth.

IF YOU CONSCRIPT MEN FOR WAR, CONSCRIPT WEALTH FOR WAR

15. I believe that in the event of a war for the defense of our
Nation and its liberties, there shall be a conscription of wealth as
well as a conscription of men.

On April 6, 1917, I voted against America's entry into the
World War. I voted against conscription for foreign service,
and I said on the floor of the House on April 6, 1917, “If
you conscript men for war, conscript wealth for war.” That
statement may be found on page 363 of the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp for the Sixty-fifth Congress, first session. Many
organizations, including the American Legion, now stand
where I stood alone in 1917.

If this point is carried out, it will help us stay out of for-
eign conflicts—conflicts which we do not understand. Why
should we become involved in the quarrels of the Old World?

HUMAN RIGHTS ABOVE PROPERTY RIGHTS

16. I believe in preferring the sanctity of human rights to the
sanctity of property rights. I belleve that the chief concern of
government shall be for the poor, because, as it is witnessed, the
rich have ample means of their own to care for themselves.

The sanctity of human rights above property rights is the
foundation stone upon which the whole social-justice pro-
gram rests. It is the basis of the Frazier-Lundeen social-
security bill, which proposes to tax the superrich to take care
of the poor, the unemployed, the sick, and the aged. It is
the firm foundation of our Farmer-Labor Party program.
Governments are instituted to protect the weak and restrain
the strong.

LUNDEEN MOTION ON THE PATMAN ADJUSTED-SERVICE-CERTIFICATE BILL

Another measure advocated by the National Union for
Social Justice is not included in the 16-point program.
This is the Patman adjusted-service-certificate—bonus—
bill. This bill has been for years a part of the Farmer-Labor
platform.

In 1933 the Patman bill was buried in committee. On April
27, 1933, I placed a petition on the Speaker’s desk to get it out
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of committee. For 10 months we worked until we secured the
names of 145 Congressmen on that petition. It was on the
Lundeen motion that the Patman adjusted-service-certificate
bill was brought up for a vote on March 12, 1934, when if
passed the House by an overwhelming majority. It helped to
bring about the payment of more than $2,000,000,000 to the
veterans of the World War. I have supported payment of the
adjusted-service certificates throughout the past two terms
of Congress, and I placed the first bonus bill before Congress
in 1919—a bill drafted by the Private Soldiers and Sailors
Legion.
PERMANENT UNEMPLOYMENT SOLUTION

We will appropriate more billions of dollars for public

‘works to put the unemployed to work at useful projects. I

will vote for more appropriations for this noble purpose. But
we can never permanently solve our unemployment problem
until we have enacted into law a thoroughgoing planned pro-
gram, We must guarantee security to the worker, cost of
production plus a fair profit for the farmer, justice for the
veterans of all wars, freedom from crushing monopolies and
financial tyranny for all our citizens.

On August 17, 1935, I placed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
the entire 16-point program of the National Union for Social
Justice. This program is consistent with the platform and
principles of the Farmer-Labor Party. Our program is based
on the Christian principle that human rights are more sacred
than property rights.

Surely the unemployment and relief situation demands
vigorous action today, and surely we must act before we
adjourn. I am opposed to adjournment of this Congress
sine die until these vital principles have been enacted into
law, to the end that America once again may know prosperity
and happiness for all her people.

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks to include therein extracts from certain unemploy-
ment records.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Minnesota?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Contract air-mail service: For an additional amount for the
inland transportation of mail by aircraft, etc., including the same
objects specified under this head in the Post Office Department
Appropriation Act, 1936, $1,300,000.

Mr. DOBBINS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Doesins: Page 64, line 25, strike out
“$1,300,000" and insert “$1,800,000, any unexpended balance thereof,
not exceeding $250,000, to be avallable during the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1937.” .

Mr. DOBBINS. Mr. Chairman, this amendment, let me
say, is very necessary if we are to maintain during the
balance of the present fiscal year the Air Mail Service of
this country at its present standard of efficiency.

The deficiency appropriation bill provides, for the Air
Mail Service, $1,300,000. Every cent of this amount is re-
quired for the retroactive increases in air-mail pay, which
have been allowed by the Interstate Commerce Commission,
and I am informed today by the Second Assistant Post-
master General that unless additional appropriations are
made for the maintenance of this service for the current
fiscal year, it is going to be necessary to reduce schedules
on some of the lines in order to keep within the existing
appropriation limits. This ought not to be done.

While air-mail travel is very rapid through the air, it is
not going to do you any good to have this speedy service if
you have to wait 24 hours from the time your letter is
posted until the plane flies to carry your letter.

Mr. LUNDEEN. Would the figure the gentleman has
proposed here keep up the present standard of efficiency
or increase it?

Mr. DOBBINS. The fisure proposed here will keep the
service up for the remainder of the current fiscal year at its
present standard of efficiency.

Mr. LUNDEEN. I think that should be done, I will say to
the gentleman, and I would be in favor of an increase.
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Mr. DOBBINS. A greatfer increase might well have been
requested.

The sum of $250,000, half of the additional appropriation
proposed by my amendment, is required to keep the service
up to its present standard of efficiency until July 1, and it
is expected that $250,000 will remain unexpended at the end
of the current fiscal year which will allow for certain very
much needed extensions of existing air-mail routes.

Our Air Mail Act of 1935 provided for a considerable
amount of expansion and extension in the Air Mail Sexvice
of the country. It has now had a year’s trial, and there are
certain extensions needed and needed badly. Yet the ap-
propriation provided for the next fiscal year was limited to
the same amount as this year and would not have allowed
any extension whatever.

I want to say for the special benefit of the members of
the Appropriations Committee that this $250,000 contem-
plated for next year, as proposed in this amendment, was
approved by the Director of the Budget and was included
in the Budget message, but was left out of the regular
appropriation bill.

Our Air Mail Service has been conducted on a very effi-
cient basis. We have decreased the cost of this service by
many million dollars, notwithstanding that the revenues
from the air mail for the present fiscal year are going fo be
a million dollars more than they were last year.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. DOBBINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for 2 additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of
the gentleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. DOBBINS. The Air Mail Service is going to increase.
It is increasing in popularity more rapidly than any other
feature of the service ever has gained in the public favor.
The 6 cents you spend on an air-mail stamp, if you are send-
ing a letter more than 1,000 miles, or more than 500 miles, is
ordinarily worth a dozen special-delivery stamps, and you
get that expedited service for 6 cents.

The public is getting to realize that fact. This added
$250,000 ought to be allowed.

I can say this—and I would rather not disclose my au-
thority for the statement—that while $250,000 of this pro-
posed increase was included in the Budget message the other
$250,000 will not be objected to by the Budget. Without
disclosing my source of information I predict that this sum
or a greater increase will be included in the Budget next year.
I hope the committee will adopt this amendment.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, the committee is not
unsympathetic with the purposes and efficiency of the air
mail. The committee has allowed in this bill every penny
that the Budget estimate called for. We have no knowledge
of the need that the gentleman speaks about.

I will say that the Second Assistant Postmaster General,
since we have been reading the bill in the House, did speak
about the matter to me over the telephone. If we are to
proceed in an orderly way, the Post Office Department must
get a Budget estimate and have it sent to the Senate and
included there. We cannot legislate by a Member getting
up on the floor and saying that the Department needs
another $500,000 and just put it in the bill,

Mr. LUNDEEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM. Yes.

Mr. LUNDEEN. Has the Department requested this addi-
tional sum?

Mr. WOODRUM. Over the telephone.

Mr. LUNDEEN. Then, the Post Office Department has
asked for it?

Mr. WOODRUM. I could be at the telephone all day and
talk with the heads of departmenis and get requests for
additional appropriations.

Mr, DOBBINS. The Budget did estimate for $250,000.

Mr. WOODRUM. Yes; for 1937; and the Subcommittee
on Post Office Appropriations cut it out during consideration
of the regular 1937 supply bill, and the House sustained the
action. Now, the gentleman wants us to put that amount
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back in the deficiency bill. I hope the amendment will not
be adopted.

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. The gentleman on the Appropriations Committee
said that there is no reason advanced for the appropriation
asked for in the amendment. I will give him some reasons.
When the air-mail contracts were canceled, Tulsa had the
largest airport in the world. We had five airlines through
there, and this mix-up left us with one line from Dallas up
to Oklahoma City, and then to St. Louis. For $50,866, which
could be used here, with the line already partly lighted from
Kansas City to Tulsa, we can have a line extended from
Kansas City down to Tulsa. The line already exists trom
Sioux Falls to Eansas City, the line being partly lighted from
Kansas City to Tulsa. You ask us to come in an orderly
way. We have approached every authority we know how
to, to get this in. This is an orderly procedure, to do it by
amendment here on the floor of the House. The Budget did
recommend $250,000, and the gentleman says that the House
cut it out. Here is the place, here in the House, to get this
back, and if you Democrats will let me address myself to
you, I may say that if you want to help carry a doubtful
district down there, help us out now. This is the first
chance I have ever had to talk where money was- involved.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Okla-
homa has expired.

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for 2 minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DISNEY. This is the only way to do it, and there are
other necessary extensions. I do not know the details of
them, but I say to you that we have not had a fair chance
any place, at any time, except here to have this appropria-
tion, and we are entitled to it. I am confronted in my dis-
triect with red-hot editorials, every other day, that the air
service for my district has been debauched, and I am asking
you to furnish relief to us by this amendment. Orderly pro-
cedure is for Representatives to ask the House in which they
appear to pass the appropriation and give it to them. You
know that the Interstate Commerce Commission has en-
larged the rates, and there is bound to be some kind of a
deficiency, and here is the place to give us that relief.

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
amendment. I feel that it is my duty to support the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Virginia, in charge of the hill,
who prefers that this amendment shall not be adopted. I
happen to be the chairman of the Subcommittee on the
Post Office and Treasury Departments’ Appropriations
which prepared the bill for the fiscal year 1937. That
bill already already has passed the House carrying ap-
propriations of $12,000,000 for domestic air mail. In the
Senate that amount was raised, but in conference the
Senate conferees agreed with the House conferees that our
position is the correct position and the bill for the fiscal
year 1937 as completed in conference carries $12,000,000.
The conference report has been adopted by the Senate. It
is still pending in the House.

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. LUDLOW. Very well.

Mr. DISNEY. As a matter of fact the $12,000,000 is $250,-
000 less than the Budget agreed upon. Is not that correct?

Mr. LUDLOW. The Budget submitted an estimate of
$12,250,000, but our subcommittee considered it very thor-
oughly, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DoegeIiNs] is
in error, I think, when he makes the statement that $12,-
000,000 would result in a restriction or an impairment of
the service, because it was testified in the hearings before this
deficiency subcommittee on page 561 that $12,000,000 would
maintain all existing service for the next fiscal year withou
any diminution of service. ;

Mr. DISNEY. I can furnish some information if the
gentleman desires.

Mr. LUDLOW. But it was testified to by Mr. Jesse M.
Donaldson, the Deputy Second Assistant Postmaster General.




1936

Mr. DISNEY. In 48 hours from now the Post Office De-
partment told me they would run into a deficif.

Mr, LUDLOW. Mr. Donaldson appeared as the accred-
ited representative of the Post Office Department, and I
have in my hand his testimony, in which he said that that
would maintain all existing service.

Mr. DISNEY. After the rates had been raised by the
Interstate Commerce Commission?

Mr. LUDLOW. No. This pertains to the exact situa-
tion at the present time.

Mr. DISNEY. Another question, and I will quit. How
on earth are we to get the air service we are entitled to
except to come here and ask for it by an amendment?

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Donaldson testified as follows:

Mr. DonaLpsoN. If the Interstate Commerce Commission should
raise no rates during the next fiscal year, and we would grant

no increased schedules on the existing routes, holding the service
to what it is now, and the volume of mail did not increase so

as to make it necessary for us to run emergency or special sched-
ules, we could probably come within the $12,000,000. But in that
$12,000,000 there is not a dollar for any increased schedules, for
emergency schedules, or for any extensions of existing service, or
for any new service of any kind, and it does not include the
$300,000 involved in the case pending.

That is to say, that the existing service could be main-
tained by the amount allowed here.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from In-
diana has expired.

Mr. LUDLOW,. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for 3 additional minutes in order to clear this up.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection it is so ordered.

‘There was no objection.

Mr. LUDLOW. The action of our subcommittee was
unanimous. The Members on both sides of the table, po-
litically speaking, believed that $12,000,000 was sufficient to
maintain this service. I wish to assert, and to emphasize,
my great respect for Harllee Branch, the able Second Assist-
ant Postmaster General, who has charge of air mail. There
is no more conscientious or capable official in the Govern-
ment service. He came before us and made a most im-
pressive presentation of the needs of his Department. If
we did not give him all the money his enthusiasm called
for it was because we felt a duty in these times of 'depres-
sion to hew to the line of economy.

Under the law, the Interstate Commerce Commission must
review these rates every year, The Interstate Commerce
Commission, furthermore, on its own initiative may take up
any route at any time for revision. The testimony all goes
to show that these air-mail contractors are rapidly getting
out of the red and into the black.

The mail is increasing; the passenger service is increasing;
freight is increasing; their financial position is rapidly be-
coming very much improved. It was our thought that by
maintaining the appropriation at $12,000,000 it would give
an incentive, at least, to the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion to look carefully into these rates, with the possibility of
some revision downward on account of the improved finan-
cial condition of these different contractors. We believed
and we still are inclined to believe that $12,000,000 is ade-
quate, and that our position originally taken was correct.
I have learned only today that the Second Assistant Post-
master General feels that the cut in domestic air mail may
bring serious consequences. It was not in the minds of any
of us to impair or penalize the service. As Mr. WoODRUM
has suggested, the orderly procedure will be for him to pre-
sent his facts and arguments to the Senate Committee on
Appropriations, and I am sure that if he makes a good case
the committee will give consideration to the adoption of an
amendment to take care of the situation.

Mr. WOODRUM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LUDLOW. I yield.

Mr. WOODRUM. May I direct the gentleman’s attention
to the fact that the amendment calls for $500,000 for the
balance of this fiscal year. This bill cannot possibly become
law before the 1st of June and there would only be 1 month
left, and it would be impossible to use it in that time.
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Mr. LUDLOW. I thank the gentleman for that informa-
tion. I was addressing myself especially to the fiscal year
1937, which our bill covered.

Mr. DISNEY. But, Mr. Chairman, that is not a true
statement. It is not just for this fiscal year,

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
three words. ]

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on
this amendment, and all amendments thereto do now close.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already recognized the
genfleman from Oklahoma.

Mr. DISNEY. The statement made by the gentleman from
Virginia [Mr. WoopruMm] does not correctly reflect the facts.

Mr. WOODRUM. Let the amendment be reported.

Mr. DISNEY. Yes; that is satisfactory.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again
report the amendment.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Dossins: Page 64, line 24, strike out
“$1,300,000" and insert in lieu thereof the following *“$1,800,000,

any unexpended balance thereof, not ex 3250000 to be
available during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1937.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 8. After June 30, 1936, advance payments under the provi-
slons of section 601, title II, of the Legislative Appropriation Act
for the fiscal year 1933, shall have no longer period of avallability

for obligation than the appropriation from which such advance
payments are made.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:
Amendment offered by Mr. Wooprum: Page 100, line 2, strike

out “section 601" and insert “title VI”, and in the same line
strike out the word “title’ and insert the word “part.”

The amendments were agreed to.

The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr, Chairman, I move that the Com-
mittee do now rise and report the bill back with sundry
amendments, with the recommendation that the amend-
ments be agreed to and the bill as amended do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr. McCormack, Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-
ported that that Committee having had under consideration
the bill H. R. 12624, the deficiency appropriation bill, directed
him to report the same back to the House with sundry
amendments, with the recommendation that the amend-
ments be agreed to and the bill as amended do pass.

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques-
tion on the bill and all amendments to final passage.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded upon any
amendment? If not, the Chair will put them en gros.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, and was read the third time.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a motion to recommit.

The Clerk read as follows:

By Mr. Tases: I move to recommit the bill to the Committee on
Appropriations with instructions to report the same back forth-
with with the following amendment: On page 21, line 10, strike
out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the following:

“That for the purpose of providing direct rellef in the United
States, its Territories, and possessions, and the District of Colum-
bia, there is hereby appropriated the sum of $1,425,000,000; and
there is hereby reappropriated for the same purpose all unobligated
and unexpended balances, with the exception of allotments to the
Civilian Conservation Corps, of the amounts appropriated by the
acts approved June 16, 1933 (48 Stat. 274); February 15, 1934
(48 Stat. 351); June 14, 1934 (48 Stat. 1055); and April 8, 1935
(Public Res. No. 11, T4th Cong.), and to remain available
until June 30, 1937, to be allocated and disbursed by the President
to the States, Territories, and possessions, and the District of
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Columbia, for relief according to thelr respective need: Provided,
Thatnoparhorthissppmpnaﬁmnhﬂlhaauomtedotpaldtoa
Btate, Territory, or possession, or the District of Columbia, or
subdivision thereof which shall not contribute an amount equal
to at least 25 percent of the total proposed expenditures, both
local and Federal, and ghall not administer such expenditures by
and through a nonpartisan board.”

Mr. WOODRUM. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques-
tion on the motion to recommit.

The previous question was ordered.

ADJOURNMENT OVER

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that when the House adjourns today it adjourn to meet on
Monday next.

Mr. BOILEAU. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
and I shall not object, will the Speaker make the situation
clear with reference to the legislative program for Monday?

As I understand it, it will be in order before we complete
this bill to take up the question of the discharge of the
Rules Committee from further consideration of the Frazier-
Lemke bill. I would like to ask the Speaker if my under-
standing is correct, if consideration of the discharge petition
would come up before the vote on this bill?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would unless there
is a previous understanding. The matter of which shall
take precedence can be fixed by consent.

Mr. BOILEAU. I appreciate that, Mr. Speaker. Many
Members interested in the Frazier-Lemke bill are anxious to
know just what the situation is going to be.

Mr. SNELL. It would seem to me, if the Speaker will
permit, that the vote on the pending bill would be the
unfinished business before the House on Monday.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman
from Wisconsin that, by consent, an agreement can be made
whereby the vote on the motion to recommit the pending
bill, or a roll call on its passage, can be had first, and then to
take up the motion to discharge the committee.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BOILEAU. Certainly.

Mr. BANKHEAD. As I understand the parliamentary
situation, there can be only one vote on Monday on the
matter of the Frazier-Lemke bill, and that is on the motion
to discharge the committee,

Mr. BOILEAU. I thought there would be two votes. I may
be in error, but I thought the first vote would be on the mo-
tion to discharge the committee and then automatically on
the adoption of the rule if the House decided to discharge the
committee.

Mr. BANKHEAD. If the gentleman will yield further, the
rule provides that on the succeeding day after the vote to

the committee, in the event that motion prevails,
that the bill shall be taken up.

Mr. BOILEAU. I hate to disagree with the gentleman from
Alabama, but I think he is in error. The resolution provides
that the bill shall be brought up on the following day.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes.

Mr. BOILEAU., The first vote we will have, as I under-
stand it, will be on the motion to discharge the committee;
then, if the committee is discharged from further considera-
tion of the bill, automatically we will have a vote on the
adoption of the rule.

The SPEAEKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman is cor-
rect.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Be the understanding of the gentleman
from Wisconsin as it may, it would provide for only 20
minutes’ debate.

Mr. BOILEAU. That is right, on two roll calls.

Mr. BANKHEAD. There might be two roll calls. So if we
could get permission to have the vote on the pending bill
first, we could devote the remainder of the day to those two
motions and roll calls.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will yield, the
rules provide very directly that we shall take up the rule
immediately after the vote if the House adopts the discharge
rule,
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Mr. BANKHEAD. There is nothing possible except two
roll calls on the bill now pending. I gave the gentleman
some days ago the assurance that there would be no dis-
position on the part of Members on this side of the aisle
to prevent your having full opportunity to consider the
discharge rule and the motion to take up the Frazier-
Lemke bill. 'This is just in the matter of expedition.

Mr. BOILEAU. With the assurance of the distinguished
gentleman, I have no desire to object to his request, and
with his further assurance that we will have cooperation
of the gentlemen on that side, I withdraw my objection.

The SPEAKER. The whole matter may be arranged by
unanimous consent if the House desires to do so.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I shall submit a unanimous-consent
request when the pending one is acted upon.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Alabama?

Mr. BOILEAU. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, will the gentleman from Alabama state what his
unanimous-consent request will be?

Mr. TABER. The pending request is to adjourn over
until Monday.

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will propound the other request when
the pending one is- acted upon. I will submit another
unanimous-consent request and the gentleman may object
if he sees fit to do so.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Alabama?

There was no objection.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that when the House meets on Monday the order of business
shall be the motion to recommit the pending bill and the
passage of the bill, and that thereafter the rule to dis-
charge the Committee on Rules from consideration of the
Frazier-Lemke bill shall be the next order of business.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Alabama?

There was no objection.

VETO MESSAGE OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES—BANKERS
RESERVE LIFE CO. OF OMAHA, AND WISCONSIN NATIONAL LIFE
INSURANCE CO. (H. DOC. NO. 491)

The Chair laid before the House the following message
from the President of the United States:

To the House of Representatives:

I return herewith, without my approval, H. R. 3155, “An
act to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims of the
United States to hear, determine, and render judgment upon
the claims of the Bankers Reserve Life Co. of Omaha, Nebr.,
and the Wisconsin National Life Insurance Co. of Oshkosh,
Wis.”

This bill confers jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims of
the United States to hear, determine, and render judgment
upon the claims of the Bankers Reserve Life Co. of Omaha,
Nebr., and the Wisconsin National Life Insurance Co. of
Oshkosh, Wis., for a refund of income taxes paid by said
companies for the years 1923, 1924, and 1925, in excess of
the amount due, and pursuant to the provisions of section
245 (a) (2), Revenue Acts of 1921 and 1924, which section
was subsequently held unconstitutional by the Supreme Court
of the United States in the case of National Life Insurance Co.
v. United States (277 U. 8. 508), notwithstanding the bars or
defense of any alleged seftlement heretofore made or of res
judicata, lapse of time, laches, or any statute of limitations.
Suit thereunder is authorized to be instituted at any time
within 4 months from the approval of this act, and proceed-
ings in any suit brought in the Court of Claims under the
act, appeals therefrom, and payment of any judgment
therein shall be had as in the case of claims over which such
court has jurisdiction under section 145 of the Judicial
Code, as amended.

The bill would confer jurisdiction upon the Court of
Claims notwithstanding the bars or defense of any settle-
ment heretofore made or of res judicata, lapse of time,
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laches, or any statute of limitations. Thus, regardless of
any final agreements executed by the claimants pursuant to
the provisions of section 1106 (b) of the Revenue Act of 1926,
jurisdiction is proposed to be conferred upon the Court of
Claims to redetermine tax liability for the years. covered by
any such agreements, and to render judgments for refunds.
There appears to be no valid reason why the claimants in
this case should not be bound by the provisions of said
section 1106 (b) of the Revenue Act of 1926, as are other
taxpayers and the Government.

The bill goes still further and deprives the Government of
the defense of res judicata, although other taxpayers and
the Government are subject to such defense.

The Court of Claims is also authorized to disregard the
defense of the statute of limitations. The bill would au-
thorize such refund notwithstanding the fact that a claim
for refund thereof was not filed within the statutory period
prescribed for filing such claim.

Recently there have been submitted to me other bills which
proposed to except certain taxpayers from the operation of
the statutes of limitations pertaining to the revenue laws by
extending the time for the refunding of certain taxes to such
taxpayers. On those occasions I expressed my accord with
the enacted policy of Congress that it is sound to include in
all revenue acts statutes of limitations, by the operation of
which, after a fixed period of time, it becomes impossible for
the Government fo collect additional taxes or for the tax-
payer to obtain a refund ef an overpayment of taxes. I
pointed out in each instance that legislation such as the pro-
posed bill selects a small class of taxpayers for special treat-
ment by excepting them from that policy. Such legislation
thus discriminates against the whole body of Federal tax-
payers and establishes a precedent which would open the door
to relief in all cases in which the statute operates to the
prejudice of a particular taxpayer, while leaving the door
closed to the Government in those cases in which the statute
operates to the disadvantage of the Government.

In this regard the present measure, H. R. 3155, does not
differ in principle from any of the above-mentioned bills
which were under consideration by me on those prior occa-
sions. I am not aware of any circumstances which would
justify an exception to be made in this case to the long-estab-
lished policy of Congress. I must reiterate my belief that the
field of special legislation of this character should not now
be opened to relieve special classes of taxpayers from the
consequences of their failure to file refund claims within the
period fixed by law.

FraNKLIN D. ROOSEVELT.

TraE WHITE HoUsE, May 8, 1936.

The SPEAKER. The objections of the President will be
spread at large upon the Journal.

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill and
the message be referred to the Committee on Claims and
ordered prinfed.

The motion was agreed to.

VETO MESSAGE OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES—JOINT
MEMORIAL DAY SERVICES AT ARLINGTON NATIONAL CEMETERY
AND OTHER CEMETERIES (H. DOC. NO. 492)

The Chair laid before the House the following further
message from the President of the United States:

To the House of Representatives:

I return herewith, without my approval, H. R. 10388, a bill
entitled “An act to aid the veteran organizations of the Dis-
trict of Columbia in their joint Memorial Day services at
Arlington National Cemetery and other cemeteries on and
preceding May 30.”

This bill provides—

That the sum of $2,500 be, and the same is hereby, authorized
to be appropriated for the current and succeeding years to ald the
Veterans' Memorial Day Corporation in its Memorial Day services
and the decoration of the graves of all soldiers, sailors, and marines
with flags and flowers in the cemeteries in the District of Columbia
and in the Arlington National Cemetery in Virginia.

SEc. 2. That said fund shall be pald to the treasurer, or his suc-
cessor or successors in office, of the Veterans Memorial Day Corpo-
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ration, organized under the laws of the District of Columbia on or
about November 17, 1928, and shall be disbursed by him or them
for said memorial services, flowers, and flags: Provided, That no
part of said fund be expended for salaries or compensation for
services rendered by any member or officer of sald corporation.

I do not feel justified in giving my approval to this bill for
the following reasons:

It specifically authorizes appropriations in aid of the “Vet-
erans Memorial Day Corporation” and provides that “said
fund shall be paid to the treasurer, or his successor or suc-
cessors in office, of the Veterans Memorial Day Corporation,
organized under the laws of the Disirict of Columbia on or
about November 17, 1928.” I am informed that no corpo-
ration of this name exists in the District of Columbia, and
even if this bill were approved and an appropriation made
in furtherance thereof, the Treasury Department would be
unable to pay over any moneys because of this fact.

The Federal Government furnishes and maintains burial
grounds for its veterans, furnishes each grave with a prop-
erly inscribed headstone, and, on Memorial Day, places an
American flag at the foot of each grave. While sentiment
properly favors the placing of flowers on the graves of those
who have defended their country, it seems clear that if the
Federal Government were to undertake this in the District of
Columbia it would obviously be extended in future years,
and at large cost, to the graves of all American veterans in
the eighty-odd other national cemeteries in the United
States, in Mexico, in France, in Belgium, and in England.

I am confident that a more personal and living commemo-
ration would be maintained if in the future, as in the past,
the many organizations of veterans of our former wars, in
cooperation with other citizens, continue their responsibility
for placing flowers on the graves of our veterans.

FrRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT.

Tue WHaiTE House, May 8, 1936.

The SPEAKER. The objections of the President will be
spread at large upon the Journal.

Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Speaker, I move that the message
and the bill be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs
and ordered printed.

The motion was agreed to.

GREAT LAKES EXPOSITION—1936

Mr. LAMNECEK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
for the immediate consideration of the resolution (H. J. Res.
547) providing for the importation of articles free from tariff
or customs duty for the purpose of exhibition at Great Lakes
Exposition to be held at Cleveland, Ohio, beginning in June
1936, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the resolution.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the House joint resolution, as follows:

House Joint Resolution 547

Resolved, etec., That all articles which shall be imported from
foreign countries for the purpose of exhibition at the interna-
tional exposition to be held at Cleveland, Ohio, beginning in June
1936, by Great Lakes Exposition, or for use in constructing, in-
stalling, or maintaining f n buildings, or exhibits at the said
exhibition, upon which articles there shall be a tariff or customs
duty shall be admitted without payment of such tariff, customs
duty, fees, or charges under such tions as the Secretary of
the Treasury shall prescribe; but it shall be lawful at any time
during or within 8 months after the close of the said exposition to
sell within the area of the exposition any articles provided for
herein, subject to such regulations for the security of the revenue
and for the collection of import duties as the Secretary of the
Treasury shall prescribe: Provided, That all such articles, when
withdrawn for consumption or use in the United States, shall be
subject to the duties, if any, imposed upon such articles by the
revenue laws in force at the date of their withdrawal; and on such
articles which shall have suffered diminution or deterioration from
incidental handling or exposure the duties, if payable, shall be
assessed according to the appraised value at the time of with-
drawal from entry hereunder for consumption or entry under the
general tariff law: Provided further, That imported articles pro-
vided for herein shall not be subject to any marking requirements
of the general laws, except when such articles are withdrawn for
consumption or use in the United States, in which case they shall
not be released from customs custody untfl properly marked, but
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no additional duty shall be assessed because such articles were not
sufficiently marked when imported into the United States: Pro-
vided further, That at any time during or within 3 months after
the close of the exposition any article entered hereunder may be
abandoned to the Government or destroyed under customs super-
vision, whereupon any duties on such article shall be remitted:
Provided further, That articles which have been admitted without
payment of duty for exhibition under any tariff law and which
have remained in continuous customs custody or under a cus-
toms exhibition bond and imported articles in bonded warehouses
under the general tariff law may be accorded the privilege of
transfer to and entry for exhibition at the saild exposition under
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe:
And provided jfurther, That Great Lakes Exposition shall be
deemed, for customs purposes only, to be the sole consignee of all
merchandise imported under the provislons of this act, and that
the actual and necessary customs charges for labor, services, and
other expenses in connection with the entry, examination, ap-
praisement, release, or custody, together with the necessary
charges for salaries of customs officers and employees in connec-
tion with the supervision, custody of, and accounting for articles
imported under the provisions of this act, shall be reimbursed by
Great Lakes Exposition to the Government of the United States
under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, and that receipts from such reimbursements shall be depos-
ited as refunds to the appropriation from which paid, in the man-
ner provided for in section 524, Tariff Act of 1830.

With the following committee amendment:
On page 2, line 19, after the word “general”, insert the word

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed, and a motion
to reconsider was laid on the table,

PROTECTION IN REVERSE

Mr. CHRISTIANSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp and to include
therein a radio speech which I delivered this afternoon.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Minnesota?

There was no objection.

Mr., CHRISTIANSON. Mr. Speaker, under the leave fo
extend my remarks in the Recorp, I include the following
speech which I delivered over the radio this afternoon:

This afternoon I shall discuss the tariff policy of the present
administration and its effect on agriculture. I begin by quoting
Mr. Roosevelt. In a speech at Baltimore in October 1932, when
he was a candidate, he sald: “It is absurd to talk of lowering duties
on farm products. * * * I know of no effective excessively
high tariff duties on farm products. I do not intend that such
duties shall be lowered. To do so would be inconsistent with my
entire farm program, and every farmer knows it and will not be

deceived.”

Certainly no one could make a more definite promise. It was
unequivocal; it left no loopholes.

The farmers of the country took the candidate at his word
and helped pile up the big vote by which he was elected President
of the United States.

Looking back upon 3 years of Mr. Roosevelt's administration,
what do we see? What is the record of performance? The tariff
structure has been gutted, and there is hardly an agricultural
schedule left that has not been seriously impaired.

From the standpoint of the farmer, the most destructive of all
the reciprocal-tariff agreements was the one with Canada, which
went into effect January 1. It reduced the duty on cream from
56.6 to 35 cents a gallon, and on Cheddar cheese from 7 to 5 cents
a pound; on dalry cattle weighing more than 700 pounds, from
3 to 1% cents a pound, and on beef cattle of the same weight,
from 3 to 2 cents a pound., The tariff on calves weighing less
than 175 pounds, on hay, and on apples, was lowered 40 percent.
These are only a few of the reductions. Poultry, seed potatoes,
and maple sugar; alfalfa, sweetclover, and timothy seed—the
importation of all these was facilitated by the trade pact with
Canada.

And let it not be overlooked that the concessions Canada re-
ceived under this agreement are not limited to Canada alone.
Every country that has a treaty with the United States calling
for most-favored-nation treatment—which means every country
in the world except Germany—can demand the same terms. Every
time we make a trade agreement with one country, every time we
pull out one brick, we bring down a whole section of the tariff
wall

It is significant that in the month of January—the first month
the trade agreement with Canada was in force—the imports
of Canadian cheese were 12 times as large as those of January
1935. The imports of Pfoultry during the same period increased
tenfold; of potatoes, elevenfold; of cattle, twelvefold. We im-
ported 21 times as much bacon and ham, 3 times as much milk
powder, times as much fresh beef, 17 times as much fresh
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pork, and 22 times as much wool, from Canada in January 10386,
as we did in January 1935. The number of Canadian horses
t into this country increased from 15,315 to 98,500.

A few comparisons between all agricultural imports for the first
quarter of this year and those for the first quarter of last year
will prove interesting. Our total imports of canned meats doubled.
Our imports of pickled pork Increased three and one-half fold;
of hams, shoulders, and bacon, eightfold; of fresh pork, fivefold;
of poultry, fivefold; of milk, three and one-half fold; of condensed
milk, fourfold; of dried and malted milk, sixteenfold, and of hogs,
one hundredfold.

These things didn’t just happen. They were the result of the
policies of a President who promised not to lower agricultural
tanfdu, and kept his promise by opening our markets to all the
world.

They were the result of writing tariff schedules in star-chamber
sessions presided over by a free-trade doctrinaire, the present
Secretary of State, in which the people most concerned have no
opportunity to be heard and in which their interests are given
scant consideration, instead of in the Congress of the United
States, where issues are debated openly and publicly, by repre-
sentatives of the people who must go back to the people at
regular intervals for approval of their records.

The present administration has fastened upon the country a
procedure that is undemocratic, unconstitutional, un-American,
and unsound; and by that procedure it has deprived the American
farmer of what is his due—a fair chance to supply the American
market with American products grown on American land.

What the farmer should know s that his Interests are being
bartered away in order to secure concessions for industry. The
manufacturers of automobiles, trucks, tractors, and farm machinery
have fully exploited the home market and are looking for increased
outlets abroad. They have motorized and mechanized America—
now they must motorize and mechanize the world. The policles
of the present administration are a concession to industrial greed.
Those policies sanction and support the folly of sacrificing the buy-
ing power of farmers at home in order to provide buying power for
farmers in Canada and tina—a purpose as stupid and short-
sighted as that of the dog in Acsop's fable, who lost the bone he
held in his mouth in trying to get the bone of another dog he saw
reflected in the water.

The industrialist, if he were wise, would see that his interests
would be best promoted in the long run by foregoing outlets
gained at the expense of the American farmer. If the industrialist
can't see it, if he can't control his rapacity, the Government, which
represents all the people, should see it; and should chart its course
in such a way as to achieve a balance of agriculture and Industry—
& prosperous farm population capable of absorbing the production
of busy factories, and thriving industry furnishing employment
to millions of men and women, who in turn would be able to supply
a profitable market for the products of the farm.

In order to achieve that balance, agriculture must be given
the first call on the forelgn market, the first chance to supply
the wherewithal to balance the trade account with those foreign
countries from which we buy what we do not ourselves produce.

The chief purpose of foreign trade is to accomplish an inter-
change of raw materials; the accomplishment of that purpose
should be the first objective in our economic planning. Give the
farmer opportunity to supply the home market and to pay for
such noncompetitive agricultural raw materials as we must import,
such as rubber, silk, sisal, tea, coffee, and cacao, and we shall be
done with subsidies, acreage reduction, and the other dubious
devices to which we have of late resorted—temporary expedients
improvised to “relieve” 30,000,000 farm folk who would neither
need nor ask relief if we only gave them justice.

The present administration promised the farmer protection.
It has given him protection—in reverse. Its tariff policy has been
designed to give away his home market to competitors who had
already crowded him out of his foreign market.

To ask the American farmer to reduce his own acreage and
then invite farmers abroad to increase theirs in order to make
up the difference, and finally to open wide our own doors for the
reception of the foreigners' increased production—that doesn't
make sense, It may be a New Deal, but it is not a square deal.

I hope I shall not seem too partisan if I close by saying that
what the American people most need, and should most desire just
now, 15 a square deal—a square deal from a new deck!

FOLDING SPEECHES AND PAMPHLETS FOR THE SENATE

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
for the immediate consideration of the bill (S. J. Res. 260)
to provide an additional appropriation for folding speeches
and pamphlets for the Senate for the fiscal year 1936.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate joint resolution.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate joint resolution, as follows:

Senate Joint Resolution 260

Resolved, etc., That for folding speeches and pamphlets, for the
Senate, at a rate not exceeding 81 per thousand, there is hereby
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap-
propriated, the sum of $4,000 for the fiscal year 1936.
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The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid

on the table.
THE SISSON BILL

. Mr., MAVERICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by including a radio
address delivered by the gentleman from California [Mr.
Scortl.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. MAVERICK. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend
my remarks in the Recorp I include the following address of
Congressman ByroN N. Scort, of California, broadcast from
Washington, D. C., over a Nation-wide hook-up of the
National Broadcasting Co., Friday May 8, 1936:

Last year when the House and Senate approved the conference
report in the District of Columbia appropriation bill, they ap-
proved at the same time a piece of legislation that has been the
cause of considerable discussion ever since. Many of us did not
know we were approving in this conference report a proviso that
hereafter no part of the money appropriated for schools in the
District could be used to pay the salaries of teachers teaching or
advocating communism.

I hold no one but myself to blame for allowing this measure to
go through unopposed or unpublicized. I, of course, did not know
the proviso was in the bill. I should have known it. But that
is water over the wheel. It is a law. Now I want to help undo
the mistake I made last year and help to repeal this provision.

1 do not believe the provision was or is necessary. The school
teachers of the United States, the school teachers in the District
are not Communists. They are not trying to indoctrinate com-
munism. Dr. Ballou is an outstanding example of the high pro-
fessionalism of American educators. The members of the District
Board of Education are splendid specimens of American citizen-
ship. It almost seems silly to me to find it necessary to make this
defense for them against the slanderous, stupid charge that they
are indoctrinating our schools with communism, If you knew
these people, you would realize immediately that the charges are
fatuous and my defense redunant. This applies likewise to the
entire teaching personnel of the Nation.

I do not believe the legislation is having the effect professedly
desired by its authors. They are seeking to prevent the spread
of communism in the District and in the Nation. Movements of
this kind thrive on publicity and persecution. The so-called “red
rider” has given more aid and comfort to this movement than
anything that has happened in recent years.

I think the legislation endangers the civil liberties of all people,

including members of the teaching profession. Without impugn-
ing the motives of the authors of the legislation, I call their at-
tention to the fact that they have, I trust, unconsciously, played
into the hands of a subversive, un-American group determined
upon the throttling of freedom of expression, freedom of thought,
and freedom of speech. This subversive element is seeking to ter-
rorize the teaching profession, so that the schools may in time be
forced to indoctrinate the subversive propaganda of the Facist
element that is growing in our country. As alders and abetters
of this subversive practice the proponents of this legislation are
guilty of being accessories both before and after the act. Those
who propose this regimentation of opinion, those who insist on
this terrorization of teachers, those who thus plan to scuttle the
schools, are likewise the most persistent enemies of the attempts
of the present administration to bring social and economic justice
to those who have so long been denied those rights. It is the
strategy of special privilege to brook no criticism, and by a reign
of terror to force all molders of public opinion to serve their cause.
The “red rider” is a strong weapon in the hands of this subversive
element in its present reign of terror. Those who, by intuition,
logic, or tradition, champion the cause of civil liberties should
easily recognize in this academic restriction a threat to our de-
mMoCracy.
I think the legislation is a gratuitous insult to the teaching pro-
fession of America. This woefully underpaid, overworked, much-
maligned group of loyal, patriotic men and women that has suf-
fered so much from the malicious attacks of yellow journalism
and their silly sycophants is entitled to the respect and defense
of every right-minded, decent American. I think we would do
much better to pay our to the school teachers than to
pay lip service to their enemies, or to pay into the hands of this
subversive element seeking the sabotage of American liberty and
democracy.

I think the legislation is ambiguous. It says no teacher may
recelve a salary if that teacher has taught or advocated com-
munism. Now, no good teacher advocates anything in the class-
room. They are not advocates and must not be forced to become
s0. This legislation would put them into the business of advoca-
tion, That would be very harmful to our system of education.
Since the legislation would force teachers to become advocates of
the status quo, the legislation should be repealed. The scientific
method of investigation for progress must be maintained.

The legislation says that teachers must not teach communism.
What is communism? Some well-known daily papers have called
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certain high officials of our own Government, Communists. Does
this mean that the speeches and writings of these individuals
could not be quoted in the classrooms? Would the teachers be
forced to refuse to tell students what our Government is doing?

The chief advocate of this legislation has declared war on all
those officials of the Government who, according to his defini-
tion, are tainted with communism or radicalism. He has referred
to a book called the Red Network as an authoritative source book
on communism and Communists. He uses this book to prove
certain well-known professors in certain well-known colleges and
universities are Communists. He would ban their writings from
the libraries. He would refuse to teachers the right to quote these
books in the classroom. If he accepts the Red Network as an
authority on the subject on Communists, he must accept it in
toto. If he accepts as authoritative the charge that the teachers
mentioned are Communists, then he must charge that the others
mentioned are also Communists. He must insist that their writings
and speeches be barred from the libraries. If all people mentioned
in his authoritative source, the Red Network, are dangerous radi-
cals, then under the terms of this legislation these people may not
be quoted, their remarks may not be discussed by District teachers.

Let me pick some names at random. These people and their
works are on the blacklist: Jane Addams, of Hull House fame.
No teacher of sociology would dare quote from her voluminous and
authoritative writings. Oscar Ameringer, the American Guardian
who would have to be banished from the libraries; Thomas R.
Amlie, Congressman from Wisconsin; William E. Borah, Senator
from Idaho (newspapers carrying his speeches would have to go):
ex-Senator Brookhart, Senator Costigan, of Colorado, ex-Senator
Dill, of Washington, Senator Frazier, of North Dakota, Senator
La Follette, of Wisconsin; Senator Norris, of Nebraska.

The inclusion of these names in the Red Network would, if we
followed the letter of the law, take the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD out
of the libraries, as subversive propaganda:

Sherwood Anderson; Norman Angell; Newton D. Baker; Harry
Elmer Barnes; Carleton Beals; Charles A. Beard (the Rise of
American Civilization would have to go); Supreme Court Justice
Brandeis and his dissenting opinions; Heywood Broun and his
column in the daily news; Earl Browder, of course; S. Parkes
Cadman; Stuart Chase, Father James R. Cox; Clarence Darrow;
John Dewey; Willlam E. Dodd, Ambassador to Germany; John
Dos Passos; Theodore Drelser; Sherwood Eddy; Albert Einstein;
Edward A. Filene; Irving Fisher; Harry Emerson Fosdick; Glenn
Frank; Felix Frankfurter, professor at Harvard Law School; Zona
Gale; Mahatma Gandhi; Maxim Gorki's books; Mrs. J. Borden
Harriman; Fannie Hurst; Robert M. Hutchins; Harold L. Ickes,
Secretary of the Interior; Edward Keating; the entire La Follette
family; the mayor of New York City; Sinclair Lewis; J. Ramsay
MacDonald; H. L. Mencken; Edna St. Vincent Millay; Alla Nazi-
mova; the Governor of Minnesota; Elmer Rice; Mrs. Franklin D.
Roosevelt (would her column “My Day” be barred?); Margaret
Sanger; George Bernard Shaw; James T. Shotwell; Lincoln Stef-
fens (his autoblography would be consigned to a dark closet);
Leopold Stokowski; Lorado Taft; Hendrik Willem Van Loon; Os-
wald Garrison Villard; James P. Warbasse, president of the Co-
operative League of America; William Allen White—of all people;
Rabbi Stephen 8. Wise; Miss Mary E. Woolley.

There are many more just as well known whom I do not have
time to mention. I have named these for one reason. The chief
proponent of this “red rider” claimed there was communism in the
schools of the District because a man mentioned in this book was
a consultant on character education. He wanted this man and his
books barred. Evidently he wants the works of all those men-
tioned in this book, which he calls authoritative, barred. What
is this? Are we, in the twentieth century, to have an index?

In a system of free education in a democracy, who should deter-
mine methods and aims of education? Should we have this deci-
sion in the hands of those who have dedicated their lives to edu-
cation for citizenship, and spent years in training for this pro-
fession, ur?ahould we turn it over to some penny politiclan from

pral.rie

Am I not right in calling this thing absurd? Are we not mak-
ing ourselves ridiculous in the eyes of thinking, intelligent people?

The Honorable Frep J. SissonN, of New York, has introduced =
bill providing for the repeal of the “red rider.” It has been heard
and re by the District Committee. It will come up for
debate and action on its merits on the next District day. We
must look to the Speaker of the House when we are asked, “Will
there be another District day this session?”

Every lover of liberty, every defender of the decent, every enemy
of subversive action should write in a demand for another District
day. The sooner the better.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. FORD of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the REecorp and include
therein an address given over the National Broadcasting
Co.’s network on Friday, May 1, by A. P. Gianini,

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, who is the man who made the speech?

Mr. FORD of California. He is the head of the Bank of
America.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I object to that, Mr.
Speaker,
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GOVERNMENT IN THE TERRITORIES

Mr. DIMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp and to include a radio
address I made some time ago.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Alaska?

There was no objection.

Mr. DIMOND. Mr. Speaker, under leave given to extend
my remarks in the Recorp, I include the following address
which I delivered over the radio on March 11, 1936.

Ladies and gentlemen, the subject so ably presented by Senator
GiesoN in the address which he has just made is one of outstand-
ing importance. As he told you the plan embraces the creation
of a new governmental department under a Cabinet head having

on over all matters the Territories and island
possessions. Greater representation for the Territories and insu-
lar possessions is demanded not only for the welfare of the people
residing therein, but more especially for the welfare of the 125,-
000,000 of people who reside in the several States of the Union.

It must be obvious even to those who know little, if anything,
of the political status or economic development of the several
Territories and insular ons that the settlement and devel-
opment and exploitation of the resources of those regions bring
marked economic benefits to the people of the United States.
Let me give an example as to the Territory which I represent in
Congress as Delegate, the Territory of Alaska.

Alaska was acquired from Russia in 1867. Little was done with
respect to the settlement or an investigation of the resources of
the Territory until 1897, though for some years before that time
salmon canneries had been operated in Alaska on a small scale.
However, since 18687, the value of the fisheries of Alaska has
exceeded a billion dollars. The Territory has produced furs of
the approximate value of $125,000,000; minerals, principally gold
and copper, in excess of the value of $700,000,000, including about
$453,000,000 in gold. During that period the total exports of the
Territory have reached the approximate value of $1,900,000,000
and its total imports during the same period have exceeded

It is apparent from the figures just mentioned that although
Alaska contains at the present time only about 62,000 inhabitants,
it has been a source of very considerable wealth, not so much to
the people of Alaska as to the people of the United States. This
last conclusion is proved by the excess of exports over imports.
An examination of the imports into Alaska from the United States
and the exports from Alaska to the United States during the last
15 years has shown that he average yearly excess of exports over
imports has reached the sum of $33,000,000. If the United States
as a whole produced an exportable surplus in proportion to its
population, it would have had during the same period the enor-
mous exportable surplus of more than $66,000,000,000 each year.

And yet, administratively, Alaska is split up among the various
departments of the Government in such fashion as to make im-
possible the best type of administration. Recently I had occasion
to inquire as to the jurisdiction of the several departments over
the hundreds of islands fringing the coast of Alaska, and I find
that in 1913 all of the islands of the Aleutian chain, including
Unimak and Sanak Islands on the east and extending to and
including Attu Island on the west, were reserved and set apart for
the preservation and breeding of native birds, for the propagation
of reindeer and fur-bearing animals, and for the encouragement
and development of fisheries, and jJurisdiction was given to the
Department of Agriculture, except as to the fisherles. Later, in
1928, the jurisdiction over a part of the islands of this group was
transferred to the Department of the Interior. And to this day it
is impossible for the average citizen fo see why authority over
some islands should be under one department and over others
under another. As we come down to the eastern part of Alaska
we find the jurisdiction over these islands and all matters con-
cerning them, except the fisheries, to be in the Forest Service, or,
as to game, in the Bureau of Biological Survey, in the Department
of Agriculture. Each department is quite eager, and, indeed, in-
sistent, upon maintaining its own jurisdiction and in preventing
any other department from acquiring any part of that jurisdiction.

Obviously a concentration of authority under a Cabinet head In
the Government will bring nearer the solutlon of the problem. It
is to be remembered in this connection that the tution
extends and applies to the Territories with full force and effect,
and the unification of authority under one head such as a Cabinet
minister would not and could not In any manner deprive the
people of Alaska, or the people of Hawail, of their constitutional

hts.
l"gIJ:L the past we have had the experience of one Cablnet member
tavurlng the development of the Territories and island posseesions.
and fthe adoption of a liberal policy with respect thereto, finding
his efforts largely negatived by another Cabinet member exercising
some jurisdiction over affairs in the same regions.

The situation at the present time is very much improved by
the recent erection in the Department of the Interior of the
Division of Territories and Island Possessions, under the able
leadership of Dr. Ernest Gruening, with a small staff of capable
assistants. The creation of this Division has to some extent
enabled a correlation of administrative agencies and has led
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to a unity of administrative policy not before known. The diffi-
culty lles in the lack of authority in this new Division.

If for purposes all administrative jurisdiction were
placed in a Cabinet head of rank equal to that of other members
of the President’s Cabinet, we should inevitably have a more nearly
complete concentration of administrative power and a much greater
degree of harmony in administrative policy with respect to the
Territories and island possessions,

The proposal of Senator GiesoN to create a Cabinet post for the
Territories and island possesstons is wise and statesmanlike, and
the sooner it is adopted the better, not only for the people residing
in the Territories and possessions but for the people of the United
Btates as a whole.

Good administration everywhere requires—and, indeed, de-
mands—the concentration of administrative power and authority
In one head, for only thus can eflicient action be taken and only
thus can responsibility be fixed.

Accompanying this unity of Federal administrative authority
should be a delegation of greater power of home rule, as to Alaska
at least. The people of Alaska should be granted full control of
their fisheries and of their fur and game. Such local control would
lead to a better administration than exists at present and would
also give the people of the Territory valuable experience In self-
government and governmental administration.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as
follows:

To Mr. Meap, for 2 days, to attend a funeral.

To Mr. ELLENBOGEN, for 5 days, on account of death in
family.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Mr. PARSONS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills,
reported that that committee had examined and found truly
enrolled bills of the House of the following titles, which
were thereupon signed by the Speaker:

H.R.3823. An act for the relief of the parents of Albert
Thesing, Jr.;

H.R. 11035. An act making appropriations for the military
and nonmilitary activities of the War Department for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1937, and for other purposes;

H.R.11098. An act to provide for terms of the United
States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsyl-
vania to be held at Wilkes-Barre, Pa.;

H.R.11994. An act to provide for the establishment of a
term of the District Court of the United States for the
Western District of Oklahoma at Shawnee, Okla.; and

H.R.12098. An act making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of State and Justice and for the judiciary, and for the
Departments of Commerce and Labor, for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1937, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bhills
of the Senate of the following titles:

5. 381. An act for the relief of the Confederated Bands of
Ute Indians located in Utah, Colorado, and New Mexico;

8.1075. An act for the relief of Louis H. Cordis;

S5.3645. An act for the relief of Dampskib Aktieselshap
Roskva;

S.3685. An act for the relief of George Rabcinski;

5.4395. An act for the relief of the State of New Jersey;

B.4447, An act for the relief of J. L. Summers.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at T o’clock and
4 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet, in accordance
with its previous order, on Monday, May 11, 1936, at 12 o’clock
noon.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII,

Mr. MILLER: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 12219.
A bill to dispense with unnecessary renewals of oaths of
office by civilian employees of the executive departments
and independent establishments; without amendment (Rept.
No. 2597). Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. BLAND: Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries. S. 3467. An act amending the Shipping Act, 1916,
as amended; with amendment (Rept. No. 2598). Referred
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to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union.

Mr. DALY: Committee on Claims. H. R. 10846. A bill
to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear, de-
termine, and enter judgment upon the claims of con-
tractors for excess costs incurred while constructing navi-
gation dams and locks on the Mississippi River and its
tributaries; with amendment (Rept. No. 2599). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union.

Mr. KENNEDY of Maryland: Committee on Claims.
S. 3818. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury
to consider, ascertain, adjust, and determine certain claims
for damages resulting from the operation of vessels of the
Coast Guard and Public Health Service; with amendment
(Rept. No. 2600). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. RAYBURN: Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce. S. 4023. An act to provide for the continua-
tion of trading in unlisted securities upon national securi-
ties exchanges, for the registration of over-the-counter
brokers and dealers, for the filing of current information
and periodic reports by issuers, and for other purposes; with
amendment (Rept. No. 2601). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. ROGERS of Oklahoma: Committee on Indian Affairs.
S. 3452. An act to amend an act entitled “An act authoriz-
ing the Secretary of the Inferior to arrange with States
or Territories for the education, medical attention, relief of
distress, and social welfare of Indians, and for other pur-
poses”; without amendment (Rept. No. 2603). Referred fo
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union.

Mr, GEHRMANN: Commiftee on Indian Affairs. S. 4298.
An act to authorize an appropriation to pay non-Indian
claimants whose claims have been extinguished under the act
of June 7, 1924, but who have been found entitled to awards
under said act as supplemented by the act of May 31, 1933;
without amendment (Rept. No. 2604). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. GEARHART: Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce, House Joint Resolution 444. Joint resolution to
amend the joint resolution entitled “Joint resolution author-
izing the Federal Trade Commission to make an investiga-
tion with respect to agricultural income and the financial
and economic condition of agricultural producers generally”,
approved August 27, 1935; with amendment (Rept. No. 2605).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIIT,

Mr. GEHRMANN: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R.
12622. A bill for the relief of Dr. Harold W. Foght; without
amendment (Rept. No. 2602). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. RAYBURN: A bill (H. R. 12646) to amend section
318 of the Communications Act of 1934; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, a bill (H. R. 12647) to amend sections 210 and
602 (b) of the Communications Act of 1934 with respect to
the issuing of franks and rendering of free service, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. DOXEY: A bill (H. R. 12648) to establish and pro-
mote the use of standard methods of grading cottonseed, to
provide for the collection and dissemination of information
on prices and grades of cottonseed and cotfonseed products,
and for other purposes; to the Commitiee on Agriculture.
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By Mr. FERNANDEZ: A bill (H., R. 12649) to authorize
Production Credit Associations to make loans to fur trappers;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. DOCKWEILER: A bill (H. R. 12650) to amend title
IT of the National Housing Act by adding a new section, to
be known as section 208; to the Committee on Banking and
Currency.

By Mr. HAINES: A bill (H. R. 12651) to classify clerks in
certain post offices of the third class; to the Committee on
the Civil Service.

By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 12652) to provide for the
registration of aliens, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. LEA of California: A bill (H. R. 12653) for the
creation of a Fuel Research Unit, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. CONNERY: Resolution (H. Res. 505) providing for
the consideration of H. R. 12285, a bill to rehabilitate and
stabilize labor conditions in the textile industry of the United
States; to prevent unemployment and to provide minimum
wages, maximum hours, and other conditions of unemploy-
ment in said industry; to safeguard and promote the general
welfare; and for other purposes; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. DOBBINS: Resolution (H. Res, 506) proposing to
amend clause 14, rule X, and clause 14, rule XI; to the Com-
mittee on Rules.

By Mr. SHORT: Resolution (H. Res. 507) calling on the
Postmaster General for facts concerning allegation that
postal inspectors did nof cooperate with agents of the De-
partment of Justice in the capture of certain alleged mail
robbers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, resolution (H. Res. 508) calling on the Attorney Gen-
eral for facts concerning allegation that postal inspectors did
not cooperate with agents of the Department of Justice in
the capture of certain alleged mail robbers; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr, LAMBETH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 583) au-
thorizing the Veterans' Administration to prepare and pub-
lish a compilation of all Federal laws relating to veterans of
wars of the United States; to the Committee on Printing.

By Mr. BURDICK: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 584) to
prohibit the sale of bonds and obligations of the kingdom of
Italy within any territory of the United States; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ENIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 126564) for the relief of
the Northwestern Ohio Mutual Rodded Fire Insurance Co.;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. MILLARD: A bill (H. R. 12655) for the relief of
Marjorie L. Baxter; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. REED of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12656) for the relief
of Roy E. Vix; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

PETTITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions and papers were
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

10855. By Mr. ANDREW of Massachusetts: Petition of 286
custodial employees of the Post Office and Treasury Depart-
ments of Boston, Mass., urging the passage of House bill
7267, to reclassify salaries of cerfain employees in the Cus-
toms Service and Post Office and Treasury Departments; to
the Committee on the Civil Service.

10856. By Mr. CULKIN: Petition of Townsend Club, No. 1,
of Carthage, N. Y., signed by 80 members, favoring the
Townsend old-age-pension plan; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

10857. By Mr. KRAMER: Resolution of Local No. 1594,
National Federation of Post Office Clerks of Huntington
Park, Calif., relative to opposing all forms of discrimination
against active union men in the Postal Service, etc.; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.
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10858. By Mr. MERRITT of New York: Resolution of
American League Against War and Fascism, Jamaica Branch,
comprising 56 citizens and residents of the Borough of
Queens, city and State of New York, in meeting assembled,
urging the defeat of the McCormack-Tydings disaffection
bill (8. 2253) as being an un-American and unnecessary
measure, which is a wanton assault on the freedom of the
press and of speech and on our traditional rights of im-
munify against unreasonable search and seizure; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

10859. Also, resolution of the Board of Supervisors of the
County of Westchester, N. Y., urging the President of the
United States to set aside the sum of $80,000,000 from the
$4,880,000,000 or other moneys to be appropriated by Con-
gress for public works for the rehabilitation and construction
of National Guard armories throughout the United States:
to the Committee on Appropriations.
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10860. Also, resolution adopted by the Queens County
Council, Veterans of Foreign Wars, in meeting assembled on
March 16, 1936, providing that the Congress of the United
States pass immediately legislation requiring the registration
of aliens in this country, and the fixing by Congress of a
small fee for each registration to cover the cost of the work
required, and further making it a Federal offense, punishable
by immediate expulsion and the forfeiture of all properties,
for the alien to fail to appear for registration: to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

10861. By Mr. SUTPHIN: Petition of Amalgamated Cloth-
ing Workers of America, Local 192, of 53 New Street, New
Brunswick, N. J., urging that the Works Progress Adminis-
tration be expanded so as to put to work a greater number
of unemployed; to the Committee on Appropriations.

10862. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the American Cotton
Manufacturers’ Association; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.
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